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PART I: 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION INDEXES 
Federal Register Office publishes format for use by agen¬ 
cies in publicizing availability .. 10493 

BLACK LUNG BENEFITS 

HEW/SSA adopts rules on time limits for petitions for 
attorney fee approval; effective 3-11-76 .— 10425 

FARM HOME LOANS AND GRANTS 

USDA/FmHA issues rules on complaint, suspension 
and debarment proceedings, effective 3-11-76 - 10441 

GUARANTEED BUSINESS LOANS 

SBA modifies requirement for notification of default; 
effective 2-19-76 .......- . 10415 

WALK-IN VAN TYPE VEHICLES 

DOT/NHTSA proposes exemption from windshield zone 
intrusion standard; comments by 4-26-76 .. 10451 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

National Communications System announces proposed 
requirements for nondiversity 2400 bit/second modems.. 10460 

HIGHWAY AND MARINE ACCIDENT REPORTS 

NTSB issues notice of availability and receipt _ ... 10481 

FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN SYSTEM 

FHLBB proposes amendments on electronic funds trans¬ 
fer through remote service units; comments by 4-12-76 . 10452 
FHLBB amends loan insurance regulations; effective 
4-19-76 _^......- 10414 


CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION DISPUTES 

OMB publishes executive branch positions on Govern¬ 
ment Procurement Recommendations Commission 10488 

FOOD ADDITIVES 

HEW/FDA issues notice of petition for safe use of 
ethoxylated mono-and diglycerides in salad and cooking 
oils_______ 10463 


BIOLOGICS 

HEW/FDA updates end clarifies regulations; effective 
3-11-76 -- 10428 


CONTINUED INSIDI 




















reminders 

(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list Is Intended as a reminder, It does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 


Note: There were no items published after 
October 1,1972, that are eligible for Inclusion 
In the list of Rules Going Into Effect 
Today. 


List of Public Laws 


S. 2117 . .. Pub Law 94-225 

An act to amend section 5202 of title 
10, United States Code, relating to the 
detail, pay, and succession to duties of 
the Assistant Commandant of the Marine 


Corps and to amend title 10 of the 
United States Code in order to make cer 
tain disability retirement determinations 
by the Secretaries of the military depart 
ments subject to review by the Secretary 
of Defense. 

(Mar. 4, 1976; 90 Stat. 202) 


AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


Ten agencies have agreed to a six-month trial period based on the assignment of two days a week beginning 
February 9 and ending August 6 (See 41 FR 5453). The participating agencies and the days assigned are as follows: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

• Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 


NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 


DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 


CSC 



CSC 


LABOR 



LABOR 


Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day fol¬ 
lowing the holiday. 

Comments on this trial program are invited and will be received through May 7, 1976. Comments should 
be submitted to the Director of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408. 


ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
be made by dialing 202-523-5286. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240. 

To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue, 
dial 202-523-5022. 



Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays. Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408. under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.S.C., 

' ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 

The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These Include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public Interest. 

The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year 
in advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bouna. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, Ufl. Government Printing Office, Wash ng o* 
D.C. 20402. 

There are no restrictions on the republicatton of material appearing in the Federal Regisxt*. 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


FEDERAL OLD-AGE SURVIVORS AND 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 

HEW/SSA proposes amendment of terms and definitions; 
comments by 4-12-76---- 10446 

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 

International Broadcasting Board adopts regulations. 10413 

NTSB publishes additional uses of systems of records 10482 

FEDERAL OPEN MARKET COMMITTEE 

FOMC publishes Domestic Policy Directive of 1-20-76 10478 

NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 

HEW/FDA amends rule on furosemide injection to reflect 

proper dosage; effective 3-10-76.„. 10426 

HUD requests project proposals and issues application 
instructions.. 10593 

MEETINGS— 

NSF; Advisory Panel for Science Education Projects, 

3- 31 through 4-3-76.-. 10481 

Commerce/DIBA: Computer Systems Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee; 4-13 and 4-14-76 (2 

documents)___-.♦10461 

NBS: Federal Information Processing Standards Task 

Group 13, 4-14-76..... 10463 

DOD: Wage Committee, 4-6 through 4-27 inclusive_ 10454 

DIA: Scientific Advisory Committee, 4-1-76.. 10454 

USDA/CSRS: Committee of Nine, 4-14-76_ 10458 

Interior/BLM: Roswell District Multiple Use Advisory 

Board, 5-13 and 5-14-76..... 10457 

Baker District Advisory Board, 4-15-76. 10456 

DOT/CG: Academy Advisory Committee, 4-26 through 

4- 28-76 . 10465 


NASA: Space Science Steering Committee, 10-15 

through 10-17-76....... 

Advisory Committee on National Growth Policy 

Processes: 3-26-76...... 

SBA: District Advisory Councils, 3—30 through 

4-29-76 (7 documents).-. 10504, 

NRC: Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee, 3-16 
through 3-18 (2 documents)_ 10485, 

POSTPONED MEETING— 

NRC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards Sub¬ 
committee on the Douglas Point Nuclear Stations, 
Units 1 and 2...... 

RESCHEDULED MEETING— 

NRC: Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee, 
4-21-76 ... 

PART II: 

FEDERAL HEALTH INSURANCE FOR AGED 
AND DISABLED 

HEW/SSA propose provisions for consultant services to 

skilled nursing facilities; comments by 4-12-76 

PART III: 

AVIATION ADVISORY CIRCULARS 

DOT/FAA publishes checklist and notice of status of 

regulations..—____ 

PART IV: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

HUD issues block grant application requirements and 

selection criteria; effective 3-11-76.. 


contents 


AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
Notices 

Voluntary Foreign Aid Agencies 
Register: 

Asia Foundation, Inc_10454 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
Rules 

Lemons grown in Ariz. and 

Calif _ 10440 

Lettuce grown in South Texas_ 10440 

Oranges (navel) grown in Ariz. 

and Calif__ 10438 

Oranges (Valencia) grown in Ariz. 
and Calif.. 10439 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Cooperative State Research 
Service; Fanners Home Admin¬ 
istration; Forest Service. 

ALCOHOL, TOBACCO AND FIREARMS 
BUREAU 

Rules 

Recodiflcation of regulations and 
transfer of high-proof concen¬ 
trates; correction.. 10432 


AMERICAN INDIAN POLICY REVIEW 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearing ____ 10466 

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION 
BARRIERS COMPLIANCE BOARD 

Notices 

Committees; establishment, re¬ 
newals, etc.: 

National Advisory Committee on 
an Accessible Environment.. 10466 

BOARD FOR INTERNATIONAL 
BROADCASTING 

Rules 

Privacy Act of 1974; adoption of 
final rules _10413 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meeting: 

Federal Columbia River Trans¬ 
mission System; proposed 
rates.... 10454 


COAST GUARD 
Rules 

Drawbridge operations: 

California_ 

Washington _ 

Inspected lifesaving equipment; 
marking of_ 

Proposed Rules 

Drawbridge operations: 

Texas _ 

Notices 

Environmental statements: 

Bridge permits actions; proce¬ 
dures _ 

Meeting: 

Coast Guard Academy Advisory 
Committee_ 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See Domestic and International 
Business Administration; Mari¬ 
time Administration; National 
Bureau of Standards; National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad¬ 
ministration. 
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10486 

10561 

10565 
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10434 
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10437 
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10464 
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CONTENTS 


COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOP¬ 
MENT, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRE¬ 
TARY 

Rules 

Community development block 
grants: 

Discretionary grants; applica¬ 
tions and criteria_ 10591 


COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH 
SERVICE 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Committee of Nine_ 10458 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Defense Intelligence Agency 
Scientific Advisory Commit¬ 


tee _ 10454 

Utilization of Gravimetric Data 

Advisory Group- 10454 

Wage Committee_ 10454 


DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Computer Systems Technical 


Advisory Committee (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 10461 

Scientific articles, duty-free en¬ 
try: 

University of Wisconsin—Osh¬ 
kosh, et al- 10460 


EDUCATION OFFICE 

Rules 

Certification with respect to open 
meetings by local educational 
agencies in certain programs; 
final regulations- 10436 

ENERGY RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Use of ERDA facilities_ 10435 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Notices 

Pesticide chemicals, etc.; petitions: 
Fisons Corp_ 10467 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 


Complaints, suspension, and de¬ 
barment proceedings- 10441 

Construction complaints, handling 

of_ 10441 

Unsatisfactory performance or 
improper action by certain per¬ 
sons _ 10441 


FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness directives: 


Aer Pegaso_10416 

Douglas _10417 


Hamilton__—.10417 

Morane Saulnier <Socata>_10416 

Piper_ 10416 

Sikorsky_10417 

Security control and air traffic_10419 

Standard instrument approach 

procedures_ 10418 

VOR Federal airways (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 10418 

Proposed Rules 

Airworthiness directives: 

Beech_ 10447 

Federal airway_ 10447 

Restricted areas_ 10448 

Special air traffic rule_ 10449 

Notices 

Advisory Circular checklist and 
status of regulations_ 10565 

FEDERmL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Miscellaneous amendments_ 10430 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 


Rules ♦ 

Federal home loan bank system: 

Terms of certain advances_10414 

Federal Savings and Loan Insur¬ 
ance Corporation: 

Insurance of loans - 10414 


Proposed Rules 

Federal Savings and Loan Sys¬ 
tem: 

Electronic funds transfer 
through remote service units. 10452 

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 

Rules * 

National Flood Insurance Pro¬ 
gram; flood elevation deter¬ 
minations, etc.: 

Florida (3 documents)- 10431 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

Rules 

Accounting and rate treatment of 
advances included in account 
No. 166. advances for gas ex¬ 
ploration, development and pro¬ 
duction - 10421 

Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

Algonquin Gas Transmission Co. 

(2 documents)- 10469 

Baca Gas Gathering System, 

Inc—.-__ 10471 

Central Maine Power Co. and 

Rangeley Power Co- 10471 

City of Seattle, Washington... 10477 
Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corp. and Transcontinental 

Gas Pipe Line Corp- 10476 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp— 10472 

Consumers Power Co- 10473 

Delmarva Power & Light Co— 10477 

Exxon Corp- 10477 

Florida Gas Transmission Co., 

et al_ 10472 

Getty Oil Co.- 10473 


Getty Oil Co., et al.. 10468 

Kansas City Power & Light Co.. 10473 

Kentucky Utilities Co_ 10473 

New England Power Co_ 10474 

Northern States Power Co_ 10477 

Pacific Gas & Electric Co_ 10474 

Public Service Company of 

Indiana_ 10474 

Public Service Company of In¬ 
diana, Inc_ 10474 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co_ 10475 

Texas Eastern Transmission 

Corp-1_ 10476 

Trunkline Gas Co__ 10476 


FEDERAL REGISTER OFFICE 
Notices 

Freedom of Information require¬ 
ments; availability of agency in¬ 
dex material; use of format _ 10493 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal Open Market Com¬ 


mittee _ 10478 

Applications , etc.: 

Dakota Bancorporation_ 10478 

Labanco, Inc_ 10478 

Roxton Bancshares, Inc_ 10479 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Rules 

Prohibited trade practices: 

Anaconda Co _10419 

Stereo Equipment Sales, Inc., 
et al .. 10420 

Proposed Rules 

Trade regulation rule: 

Food advertising; correction_ 10453 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Rules 


Fishing: 

Bowdoin National Wildlife Ref¬ 
uge, Mont_ 10438 

Red Rock Lakes National Ref¬ 
uge, Mont_ 10438 

U1 Bend National Wildlife Ref¬ 
uge, Mont_ 10438 

Hunting: 

Russell, Charles M. National 
Wildlife Range, Mont_ 10438 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 


Amendments to clarify and up¬ 
date certain regulations-104# 

Animal drugs, feeds, and related 
products: 

Furosemide injection- 10426 

Virginiamycin; correction- 10426 

2-Ethoxy - 2,3 - dihydro-3,3-di- 
methyl-5-benzofuranyl meth- 
anesulfonate_- 10426 

Notices 

Food additives, petitions filed or 
withdrawn: 

Ashland Oil, Inc.. 10463 


iv 
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CONTENTS 


FOREST SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental statement, avail¬ 


ability, etc.: 

Blacktail Planning Unit, Mul¬ 
tiple Use Plan_ 10459 

Horse Creek Administrative-Re¬ 
search Project, Land Use 

Plan_ 10460 

Mineral King Recreation De¬ 
velopment, Sequoia National 

Forest_ 10458 

Mount Charleston Planning 

Unit__... 10459 

Twist - Winthrop - Conconully 
Planning Unit_ 10460 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Property management tempo¬ 
rary regulations. Motor vehi¬ 
cles, exempted__ 10479 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See Education Office; Food and 
Drug Administration; Health 
Resources Administration; So¬ 
cial Security Administration. 

HEALTH RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Cooperative Health Statistics 
Advisory Committee; correc¬ 
tion --- 10463 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See Community Planning and 
Development, Office of Assistant 
Secretary: Federal Insurance 
Administration; Interstate Land 
Sales Registration Office; Pol¬ 
icy Development and Research 
Office. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Bonneville Power Admin¬ 
istration: Fish and Wildlife 


Service; Land Management Bu¬ 
reau. 

Rules 

Property management_ 10435 

Notices 

Authority delegation: 

Commissioner, Bureau of Rec¬ 
lamation _ 10458 

Environmental statement, avail¬ 
ability, etc.: 

Bonneville Power Administra¬ 
tion. Haymill Service.. 10457 

Dallas Creek Project, Colorado. 10458 
San Felipe Division, Central 
Valley Project, Calif_ 10458 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Notices 

Abandonment of railroad services, 
etc.: 

Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Co. 10527 


ConRail ; continuation of rail serv¬ 
ice under subsidy by designated 

operator_ 10526 

Car service exemptions, manda¬ 
tory (7 documents)_ 10527. 10528 

Hearing assignments_ 10525 

Petitions for modification, inter¬ 
pretation or reinstatement of 
operating rights authority_ 10506 

INTERSTATE LAND SALES REGISTRATION 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Land developers, investigatory 
hearings, orders of suspension. 


etc.: 

Blue Mesa_ 10463 

Carolina Cove Contran Corp. 

and Simmons, Harold C_ 10463 

Four Seasons Camping Resort.. 10464 
Meadow'brook Campsites_ 10464 


LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Notices 

Airport leases: 

Nevada (2 documents)... . _ 10456 

Applications, etc.: 

New Mexico < 6 documents). 10455- 

10457 

Meetings: 

Baker District Advisory Board. 10456 
Roswell District Multiple Use 


Advisory Board_ 10457 

National resources lands; restric¬ 
tion of motorized vehicles: 

Utah _ 10455 

Withdrawal and reservation of 
lands, proposed, etc.: 

Idaho . 10455 

Utah- 10455 

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance of reports; list of re¬ 
quests _ 10492 

Contract Administration disputes, 
policy; recommendations_ 10488 


MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc. 10462 

Waterman Steamship Corp_ 10462 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 

ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Ad Hoc Subcommittee of the 
Space Science Steering Com¬ 
mittee for Review of Pro¬ 
posals for a Payload for the 
Lunar Polar Orbiter_ 10480 

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal Information Processing 
Standards Task Group 13 
Workload Definition and 
Benchmarking _ 10463 


NATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM 
Notices 

Telecommunications; coding and 
modulation requirements for 
nondiversity 2400 bit/second 
modems; proposed Federal 
Standard 1005- 10480 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed Rules 

Motor vehicle safety standard: 

Windshield zone intrusion_ 10451 

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed Rules 

Commercial fisheries, regulated: 

Herring and mackerel_ 10451 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Subpanel on Minority Institu¬ 
tions Science Improvement 
Program_ 10481 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD 
Notices 

Privacy Act of 1974; systems of 
records; amended routine 

uses_._ 10482 

Safety recommendations and acci¬ 
dent reports; availability, re¬ 
sponses, etc_ 10481 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Reactor Safeguards Advisory 

Committee (3 documents).. 10485- 

10487 

Regulatory guides; issuance and 


availability _ 10484 

Applications, etc.: 

Babcock and Wilcox Co_ 10485 

Commonwealth Edison Co., 

et al_ 10482 

Jersey Central Power and Light 

Co- 10483 

Indian Point Nuclear Generat¬ 
ing Units_ 10483 

Long Island Lighting Co.. 10487 


Northeast Nuclear Energy Co., 

et al. (2 documents)_ 10483. 10484 

Philadelphia Electric Co., et a) _ _ 10484 
Power Authority of the State of 


New York_ 10485 

Public Service Company of Indi¬ 
ana, Inc_ 10485 

Tennessee Valley Authority_ 10486 

Virginia Electric and Power 

Co- 10484 


POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
OFFICE 
Notices 

Innovative Projects Program—FY 
76; proposals requests and in¬ 
struction ___ 10593 

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION 
Notices 

Postal rate and fee changes. 

1975 ..__ 10494 
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PRIVACY PROTECTION STUDY 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Hearings etc.: 

Recordkeeping practices_ 10494 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Consolidated Transaction Report¬ 
ing System; request of prohibi¬ 
tion on retransmission of last 


sale reports_ 10499 

Self-regulatory organizations; 

proposed rule changes: 

Chicago Board Options Ex¬ 
change. Inc_ 10498 

Options Clearing Corp_ 10504 

Stock exchange plans: 


Chicago Board Options Ex¬ 
change (2 documents). 10498. 10499 


Municipal Securities Rulemak¬ 
ing Board_ 10503 

Options Clearing Corp_ 10504 

Hearings, etc.: 

Accumulation Fund, Inc_ 10495 

Allegheny Power System, Inc.. 10495 

Allied Products Corp_ 10496 

Candlewyc.ke Inns, Ltd_ 10497 

Continental Vending Machine 

Corp. —. 10503 

Government Employees Insur¬ 
ance Co_ 10503 

Main Dollar Stores, Inc_ 10503 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Guaranteed loans; notification of 


default_ 10415 

Notices 

Advisory councils, etc.; 

Atlanta District_ 10504 

Concord District_ 10505 

Honolulu District_ 10504 

Indianapolis District_ 10505 

Little Rock District_ 10505 

Madison District_ 10505 

Syracuse District__10505 

Disaster areas: 

Montana _ 10505 


SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Black lung benefits: 

Time limit for petitioning for 
approval of Attorney fees, rep¬ 
resentation of parties_ 10425 

Proposed Rules 

Aged and disabled, health insur¬ 
ance for; 

Introduction, general definitions 


and provisions_ 10446 

Skilled Nursing facilities con¬ 
sultants _ 10561 


STATE DEPARTMENT 

See Agency for International De¬ 
velopment. 


SUPPLIES AND SHORTAGES, NATIONAL 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory Committee on Na¬ 
tional Growth Policy Proc¬ 
esses __ 10466 

TEXTILE AGREEMENTS IMPLEMENTATION 
COMMITTEE 

Notices 

Cotton textiles: 

Pakistan _ 10467 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Coast Guard; Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration; Federal 
Highway Administration; Na¬ 
tional Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Alcohol, Tobacco and Fire¬ 
arms Bureau. 


list of cfr ports affected in this issue 


Tha following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's 
issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected 
by documents published since the revision date of each title. 


I CFR 

415.—.. 10413 

7 CFR 

907 _ 10438 

908 . 10439 

910. 10440 

971. 10440 

1804—. 10441 

1822—.. 10441 

1918_ 10441 

12 CFR 

525.. 10414 

563-.—.. 10414 

Proposed Rules: 

545. — 10452 

13 CFR 

122. 10415 

14 CFR 

39 (6 documents)_ 10416, 10417 

71 (2 documents)_10418 

37-.—.10418 

99—. 10419 

Proposed Rules; 

3$- 10447 

71 (2 documents)_ 10447, 10448 

73. 10448 

93- 10449 


16 CFR 

13 (2 documents).- 10419, 10420 

Proposed Rules: 

437 .. 10453 

18 CFR 

154 . 10421 

20 CFR 

410-. 10425 

Proposed Rules: 

404 —. 10446 

405 .. 10563 

21 CFR 

522 . 10426 

558 - 10426 

561 —. 10426 

600 .—. 10428 

610- 10428 

630—. 10429 

23 CFR 

130. 10430 

140-. 10430 

24 CFR 

570. 10592 

1916 (3 documents)_ 10431 


27 CFR 

18... 10432 

33 CFR 

117 (2 documents)_ 10434 

Proposed Rules: 

117-. 10446 

41 CFR 

9-4.-.-. 10435 

9-16____— 10435 

14-1_ 10435 

14-4 —._. 10435 

45 CFR 

lOOd. 10436 

46 CFR 

160 .. 10437 

163. 10437 

49 CFR 

571. 10451 

50 CFR 

32 . 10438 

33 (3 documents)_ 10438 

Proposed Rules: 

240. 10451 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING MARCH 


The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during March. 


1 CFR 


10 CFR 


16 CFR 
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8765 
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_ 9088 

2.. 

... 9860 

AIR 

10413 

210_ 

_ 9088 

3_ 

_ 9860 



212 

_ 9088 

4 __ 

_ 9860 

Proposed Rules : 

304.... 

... 9188 

Proposed Rules: 


13_ 

437_ 

9860, 9862, 10419, 10420 
_ 8980 


3 CFR 

Proclamations: 

4420 _ 9083 

4421 .-. 10209 

Executive Orders: 

11533 (Amended by EO 11907) —- 9085 

11846 (See EO 11907). 9085 

11907_ 9085 

4 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

10...-.— 9570 

414_ 9562 

5 CFR 

213.-. 9533, 10059 

7 CFR 

2. 9355 

68..-.- 9857 

215_ 9533 

225. — 9533 

331_ 8943 

354. 8765, 8944 

722_ 9540 

728_ 9541 

775_ 9541 

905__ 8765 

907 .. 9356, 10438 

908 _ 10439 

910.. 9858, 10440 

971. 10440 

989_ 8944 

1804_ 10441 

1822.— 10441 

1832.. 10211 

1918. 10441 


212_ 9196, 9199, 9381, 9391, 10075 

12 CFR 

7.. 10211 

208_ 10061 

217_ 10062 

250_ 9859 

337____— 8946 

525 . 10414 

526 _ 9297 

545 _ 9297 

546 ...J_ 9131 

556..-...— 9133 

563.. 9132, 9297, 10414 

571... 9133 

Proposed Rules: 

11. 9884 

226. 10077 

329...- 9896 

545. 8980, 10452 

13 CFR 

121 . 9297 

122 . 10415 

Proposed Rules: 

107..-.- 8800 

113. 10234 

120. 10234 

14 CFR 

39-. 8766, 9298-9301, 10416, 10417 

71_ 9301, 9302, 9859, 9860, 10418 

73.. 9302, 9860 

75_ 9302 

97. 9303. 10418 

99. — 10419 

293_ 9305 

374.. 9303 

1206. 9307 


1201. 8798 

1207.—. 9307, 10062 

1615 _ 9864 

1616 _ 9864 

Proposed Rules: 

437-. 10453 

454 _ 10232 

455 _ 10233 

1500_ 9512 

1507. 9512 

1700.: 9561 


17 CFR 

2. 9552 

200 _ 8949 
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rules and regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
Keyed to and codified In the Code of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issuo of each month. 


Title 1—General Provisions 


CHAPTER IV—MISCELLANEOUS 
AGENCIES (PRIVACY REGULATIONS) 

p ART 415—BOARD FOR INTERNATIONAL 
BROADCASTING—PRIVACY ACT IMPLE¬ 
MENTATION 

Adoption of Final Rules 

On page 6076 of the Federal Register 
of February 11, 1976, there were pub¬ 
lished proposed amendments to the regu¬ 
lations of the Board for International 
Broadcasting governing the Privacy Act 
of 1974. Public comment on these pro¬ 
posed amendments was invited through 
March 5, 1976. 

No public comment has been received 
and the proposed amendments to the 
regulations are hereby adopted without 
change as of March 8, 1976. 


Walter R. Roberts, 
Executive Director. 

Bee. 

415.1 Purpose and scope. 

415.2 Definitions. 

415.3 Procedures for requests pertaining to 

individual records in a record 
system. 

415.4 Times, places and requirements for 

the identification of the individual 
making a request. 

415.5 Disclosure of requested information 

to the record. 

415.6 Access to the accounting of disclo¬ 

sures from records. 

415.7 Request for correction or amendment 

to the record. 

415.8 Agency review of request for cor¬ 

rection or amendment of the 
record. 

415.9 Appeal of an initial adverse agency 

determination on correction or 
amendment of the record. 

415.10 Disclosure of record to a person other 

than the Individual to whom the 
record pertains. 

415.11 Fees. 


Authority: 6 U.S.C. 552a; Pub. L. 93-579. 


§415.1 Purpose and scope. 

The purposes of these regulations are 

to: 

(a) Establish a procedure by which an 
Individual can determine if the Board 
for International Broadcasting (here¬ 
after knowm as the Board) maintains 
a system of records which includes a 
record pertaining to the individual; and 

<b) Establish a procedure by which an 
individual can gain access to a record 
pertaining to him or her for the purpose 
of review, amendment and/or correction. 

§ 415.2 Definition*. 

For the purpose of these regulations— 

(a) The term “individual” means a 
citizen of the United States or an alien 
lawfully admitted for permanent resi¬ 
dence; 

(b) The term “maintain” Includes 
maintain, collect, use or disseminate; 


(c) The term “record means any item, 
collection or grouping of information 
about an individual that is maintained 
by the Board, including, but not limited 
to, his or her employment history, payroll 
information, and financial transactions 
and that contains his or her name, or the 
identifying number, symbol, or other 
identifying particular assigned to the 
individual, such as social security 
number; 

(d) The term “system of records” 
means a group of any records under 
the control of the Board from w r hich in¬ 
formation is retrieved by the name of the 
individual or by some identifying num¬ 
ber, symbol, or other identifying par¬ 
ticular assigned to the individual; and 

<e) The term “routine use” means, 
with respect to the disclosure of a rec¬ 
ord, the use of such record for a purpose 
which is comptaible with the purpose for 
which it was collected. 

§ 115.3 Procedures for requests pertain¬ 
ing to individual records in a record 
system. 

An individual shall submit a request 
to tlie Budget and Administrative Offi¬ 
cer of the Board, Suite 430. 1030 Fif¬ 
teenth Street, Northwest. Washington, 
D.C. 20005, in person or in writing, to 
determine if a system of records named 
by the individual contains a record per¬ 
taining to the individual, or if the Board 
maintains any systems of record which 
pertain to the individual. The individual, 
shall submit a request to the Budget and 
Administrative Officer of the Board 
which states the individual's desire to 
review his or her record. Individuals who 
require assistance in identifying systems 
of record, or in preparing requests identi¬ 
fying systems of record for access, or who 
need assistance In requesting amend¬ 
ments, may address such requests to the 
Budget and Administrative Officer of the 
Board. Suite 430 1030 Fifteenth Street. 
Northwest. Washington, D.C. 20005. 

§ 415.4 Times, places, and requirements 
for the identification of the individ¬ 
ual making a request. 

An individual making a request to the 
Budget and Administrative Officer of the 
Board pursuant to § 415.3 shall present 
the request at the Board offices. Suite 430, 
1030 Fifteenth Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. on any business day between 
the hours of 9 a.m. and 5:30 pm., or in 
writing. The individual submitting the 
request should present himself or herself 
at the Board's offices with a form of 
identification which will permit the 
Board to verify that the individual is the 
same individual as contained in the rec¬ 
ord requested, such as a valid driver's 
permit, employee identification card, or 


Medicare card, or a signed statement 
from tlie individual asserting his or her 
identity and stipulating that he or she 
understands that knowingly or willfully 
seeking or obtaining access to records 
about another individual under false pre¬ 
tenses Is punishable by a fine of up to 
$5,000. If the individual seeks access by 
mail, the Board will require similar Iden¬ 
tification as required of those persons 
requesting access to records in person, or 
by identifying data such as name, date 
of birth, or system personal identifier (if 
known to the individual). Requests for 
access to systems of record will be ac¬ 
knowledged within ten days of receipt. 
The acknowledgement will indicate 
whether or not access can be granted 
and, if so, that it will be within a 30- 
day period unless, for good cause shown, 
the Board is unable to do so. 

§ 4)5.5 Diwlosurr of requested infor¬ 
mation to the individual. 

Upon verification of identity either in 
person or in written form to the Budget 
and Administrative Officer of the Board. 
Suite 430, 1030 Fifteenth Street, North¬ 
west, Washington, D.C. 20005, and in 
accordance with the identification pro¬ 
visions of § 415.4, the Board shall dis¬ 
close to the individual the Information 
contained In the record which pertains 
to that individual. The individual may 
be accompanied for the purpose by a 
person of his or her choosing. Upon re¬ 
quest of the individual to whom the rec¬ 
ord pertains, all information in the ac¬ 
counting of disclosures will be made 
available. If, for any unforeseen circum¬ 
stances, or in an unusual situation when 
it may be necessary to deny a person ac¬ 
cess, the individual will be advised of the 
reasons therefor, and his or her right 
to judicial review under 5 U.S.C. 552a 
(f)(4). 

§ 415.6 A cress to the accounting of di*- 
closures from record*. 

The Privacy Act requires that with 
some limited exceptions individuals may 
request access to a list of those to whom 
records about them have been disclosed. 
Individuals seeking access to the ac¬ 
counting of disclosures from records per¬ 
taining to them should follow the same 
procedures as established above for ac¬ 
cess to the records themselves (see 
§§ 415.3, 415.4, 415.5). 

§ 415.7 Roque*! for correction or amend¬ 
ment to the record. 

The individual should submit a request 
to the Budget and Administrative Officer 
of the Board which states the individ¬ 
ual’s desire to correct or to amend his or 
her record. This request is to be made in 
accord with the provisions of § 415.4. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 49—THURSDAY, MARCH 11, 1976 







10114 

§ 415.8 Agency review of request for cor¬ 
rection or uniendment of the record. 

Within ten working days of the receipt 
of the request to correct or to amend the 
record, the Budget and Administrative 
Officer of the Board will acknowledge in 
writing such receipt and promptly 
either— 

(a) Make any correction or amend¬ 
ment or any portion thereof which the 
individual believes is not accurate, rel¬ 
evant. timely, or complete; or 

(b) Inform the individual of his or 
her refusal to correct or to amend the 
record in accordance with the request, 
the reason for the refusal, and the pro¬ 
cedures established by the Board for the 
individual to request a review of that 
refusal. Corrections or amendments will 
be sent to prior recipients of the record 
in question, to the extent that the Board 
has an accounting of the disclosure of 
the record of that information. 

§ 415.9 Appeal of an initial adverse 
agency determination on correction 
or amendment of the record. 

An individual who disagrees with the 
refusal of the Budget and Administrative 
Officer of the Board to correct or to 
amend his or her record may submit a 
request for a review of such refusal to 
the Executive Director of the Board for 
International Broadcasting, Suite 430, 
1030 Fifteenth Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. The Executive Director will, 
not later than thirty working clays from 
the date on which the individual re¬ 
quests such review, complete such review 
and make a final determination unless, 
for good cause shown, the Executive Di¬ 
rector extends such thirty day period. If, 
after his or her review, the Executive 
Director also refuses to correct or to 
amend the record in accordance with 
the request, the individual may file with 
the Board a concise statement setting 
forth the reasons for his or her disagree¬ 
ment with the refusal of the Board and 
may seek judicial review of the Executive 
Director’s determination under 5 U.S.C. 
552a(g) (1) (A). A copy of the corrected 
record or statement of dispute will be 
provided to prior recipients of the infor¬ 
mation in question, to the extent that 
the Board has an accounting of the dis¬ 
closure of that information. 

§ 415.10 Disclosure of record to a per¬ 
son other than the individual to whom 
the record pertains. 

The Board will not disclose a record to 
any individual other than to the individ¬ 
ual to whom the record pertains without 
receiving the prior written consent of 
the individual to whom the record per¬ 
tains, except as required or permitted 
under 5 U.S.C. 552a(b). 

§415.11 Fees. 

If an individual requests copies of his 
or her record, he or she shall be charged 
ten cents per page for uny copying 
charges in excess of $25.00. In cases of 
indigency, the Board may waive such 
fees. In cases where copying charges ex¬ 
ceed $25.00, advance payment will be 
required. 

[FR Doc.76-7008 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 
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Title 12—Banks and Banking 

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
BANK BOARD 

lNo. 76-176] 

SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
BANK SYSTEM 

PART 525—ADVANCES 
Terms of Certain Advances 

March 5, 1976. 

Summary. The following summary of 
the amendments adopted by this Resolu¬ 
tion is provided for the reader's con¬ 
venience and is subject to the full ex¬ 
planation in the following preamble and 
to specific provisions of the regulations. 

I. Existing Regulations. A. Section 
525.25 provides that advances to merqber 
institutions under section 11(g)(3) of 
the Federal Home Loan Bank Act which 
are secured by securities other than 
United States obligations shall be for 
terms not in excess of one year. 

B. Section 525.32 provides that secured 
and unsecured advances to member in¬ 
stitutions under section 11(g) (4) of the 
Act shall be for terms not in excess of 
one year. 

C. Section 525.32 also provides that, 
subject to certain limitations, the Banks 
may make secured and unsecured ad¬ 
vances to member institutions under sec¬ 
tion 11(g)(3) of the Act. Since § 525.32 
does not specify a maximum term for 
these advances, the five-year maximum 
set forth in section 11(g) (3) is applicable. 

n. Amendments. Both §§ 525.25 and 
525.32 are amended by changing the one 
year limitations therein to five years, 
as permitted by sections 11(g)(3) and 
11(g)(4) of the Act. 

III. Reasons for Amendments. A. To 
eliminate existing inconsistencies in the 
regulations. 

B. To provide the Federal Home Loan 
Banks greater flexibility in making ad¬ 
vances to member institutions. 

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board 
believes it is desirable to amend Part 
525 of the Regulations for the Federal 
Home Loan Bank System (12 CFR Part 
525) by revising §§ 525.25 and 525.32 
thereof, in order to change from one year 
to five years the maximum maturity per¬ 
mitted for certain types of advances au¬ 
thorized by these sections. The purposes 
of these amendments are to eliminate 
certain inconsistencies in §§ 525.25 and 
525.32 and to provide the Federal Home 
Loan Banks with greater flexibility in 
making advances to member institutions. 

Accordingly, the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board hereby amends Part 525 by 
reipsing §§ 525.25 and 525.32 thereof, to 
read as set forth below, effective April 11, 
1976. 

Since these amendments relieve re¬ 
striction and are for the purpose of clari¬ 
fication, the Board hereby finds that no¬ 
tice and public procedure with respect 
to said amendments are unnecessary un¬ 
der the provisions of 12 CFR 508.11 and 
5 U.S.C. § 553(b). 

1. Part 525 is amended by revising 
§ 525.25 thereof, to read as follows: 


§ 525.25 Advances secured by oilier 
securities. 

Advances to members secured by se¬ 
curities other than obligations of the 
United States may be made by each Bank 
for periods not to exceed five years, under 
the provisions of section 11(g)(3) of the 
act: Provided, (a) the securities so held 
as collateral constitute an investment 
in which the member is legally authorized 
to invest its funds; (b) such securities 
have a readily ascertainable market 
value; and (c) such securities are not in 
default with respect to payments of in¬ 
terest or principal. Advances under this 
section shall not be made in an amount 
in excess of 80 percent of the market 
value or principal amount of such securi¬ 
ties, whichever is less, provided that ad¬ 
vances in amounts not in excess of face 
value may be made upon the security of 
consolidated Federal Home Loan Bank 
obligations. 

2. Part 525 is amended by revising 
§ 525.32 thereof, to read as follows: 

§ 525.32 Short term advances 

In addition to unsecured or secured ad¬ 
vances with a maturity of not to exceed 
five years which may be made under the 
provisions of section 11(g) (4) of the act, 
advances on an unsecured basis or any 
kind of security that may be readily 
available may be made to members under 
the provisions of section 11(g) (3) of the 
act. Such advances must have been 
unanimously approved by the executive 
committee of the Bank or by a majority 
of the directors or by two officers of the 
Bank. Except with the prior approval of 
the Board, the resulting aggregate of ad¬ 
vances made under this section, together 
with the unpaid principal of any other 
advances having an unexpired maturity 
of more than 30 days, excluding advances 
made in accordance with or secured as 
provided in § 525.10, § 525.25 or § 525.26, 
shall not exceed 5 percent of the mem¬ 
ber's withdrawable accounts. 

(Secs. 11 and 17, 47 Stat. 733 and 736. as 
amended: 12 U.S.C. §§ 1431 and 1437. Reorg. 
Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 FR 4981. 3 CFR. 1943^18 
Comp., p. 1071) 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

[seal] Ronald A. Snider, 

Assistant Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6973 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[No. 76-177] 

SUBCHAPTER D—FEDERAL SAVINGS ANO LOAN 
INSURANCE CORPORATION 

PART 563—OPERATIONS 
Insurance of Loans 

March 5.1976. 

By Resolution No. 76-120 of Febru¬ 
ary 12, 1976 (41 FR 7497-7499), the Fed¬ 
eral Home Loan Bank Board amended 
Part 563 of the Rules and Regulations for 
Insurance of Accounts (12 CFR Part 563) 
to add thereto a new § 563.44 relating to 
insurance of loans. New § 563.44(b) (4) 
in part prohibits an insured Institution or 
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service corporation affiliate thereof from 
insuring, on and after January 1, 1977, 
any loan with a mortgage insurance com¬ 
pany in which such insured institution or 
service corporation affiliate had an equity 
ownership interest as specified, unless a 
compelling justification is made that no 
conflict of interest would thereby result. 
However, new § 563.44(c) excepts from 
this restriction “any mortgage insurance 
company which is entirely owned, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, by insured institu¬ 
tions, no one of which owns more than 
twenty-five percent of any class of equity 
securities of such mortgage insurance 
company.” 

In the preamble to Board Resolution 
No. 76-120, it was stated that the Board 
would monitor the activities of mortgage 
insurance companies within the 5 563.44 
(c) exception and would “consider modi¬ 
fying or revoking this exception if prac¬ 
tices or conditions develop which give rise 
to harmful actual or potential conflicts 
of interest.” 

Upon further consideration, the Board 
has decided that the § 563.44(c) excep¬ 
tion initially should be limited to existing 
mortgage insurance companies pending 
further experience with, and study of, the 
practices of such companies and the con¬ 
cept underlying their operations, as well 
as the dangers which such practices 
could pose to insured institutions doing 
business with them. 

Accordingly, the Board hereby amends 
said § 563.44(c) by adding immediately 
after the phrase “any mortgage com¬ 
pany” the phrase “in existence on March 
11. 1976,” effective April 19, 1976. 

Since this amendment modifies a new 
regulation to become effective on April 
19,1976, w r hich the Board believes should 
only become effective as hereby modified, 
the Board hereby finds that notice and 
public procedure on this amendment is 
unnecessary and contrary to the public 
interest under the provisions of 12 CFR 
508/1 and 5 U.S.C. 553(b), and the Board 
therefore hereby provides that this 
amendment shall become effective as 
hereinbefore set forth. 

As hereby amended. § 5o3.44<c> reads 
as follows: 

§ 563.44 Loan* involving mortgage in¬ 
surance. 

• • • * * 

(c) Exception. Paragraph (b) (4) of 
this section does not apply to any mort¬ 
gage insurance company in existence on 
March 11, 1976, which is entirely owned, 
directly or indirectly, by insured institu¬ 
tions, no one of which ow*ns more than 
twenty-five percent of any class of equity 
securities of such mortgage insurance 
company. 

(Secs. 402, 403, 407. 48 Stat. 1256, 1257, 1260, 
as amended; 12 U.S.C. 1725, 1726, 1730. Reorg. 
Plan No. 3 of 1947. 12 FR 4981. 3 CFR, 1943-48 
Comp., p. 1071) 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

[seal! Ronald A. Snider, 

Assistant Secretary. 

IFR Doc.76-6974 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


Title 13—Business Credit and Assistance 

CHAPTER I—SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Rev. 3, Amdt. 7] 

PART 122—BUSINESS LOANS 

Guaranteed Loans—Notification of 
Default 

The Small Business Administration is 
amending its business loan regulations 
to modify the requirement for notifica¬ 
tion to SBA by participating lenders re¬ 
garding borrower default on loans made 
under the simplified blanket guaranty 
procedures, and to clarify the definition 
of “default.” This amendment will ac¬ 
commodate a decision of the Comptroller 
General, dated February 19, 1976, B- 
181432. 

This amendment, in restating the pre¬ 
vious provision that SBA is obligated to 
purchase not more than 90 percent of the 
outstanding balance of each loan under 
a Guaranty Agreement, with accrued in¬ 
terest, in tlie event the borrower has de¬ 
faulted for not less thar. 60 days, also 
provides that SBA has the right to pur¬ 
chase at any time the guaranteed per¬ 
centage of any loan. This addition con¬ 
forms the regulation to the current 
language of the Guaranty Agreement. 

In lieu of the prior requirement that 
SBA receive written notification within 
30 days of uncured default, the revised 
provision will require notification within 
45 or 90 d ,ys of default. The guaranty on 
a loan shall terminate if notification is 
not received within 90 days. If notifica¬ 
tion is not received within 45 days the 
lender will not be paid by SBA for ac¬ 
crued interest from the date of default 
to the date of notification. The amend¬ 
ment also prescribes the only methods 
whereby late receipt or nonreceipt of 
written notification of default shall be 
excused. 

Since this amendment is less restrictive 
than the regulation it replaces, and will 
be beneficial to loan participants without 
imposing any additional burden on small 
business borrowers, it is not necessary or 
appropriate to invite public comment 
prior to its adoption. Furthermore, be¬ 
cause of the above decision of the Comp¬ 
troller General it is appropriate for this 
amendment to be effective February 19, 
1976. However, any comments on this 
amendment may be submitted to the As¬ 
sociate Administrator for Finance and 
Investment, Small Business Administra¬ 
tion, 1441 L Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20416. Until such time as further 
changes are made on the basis of the 
comments thus received, or otherwise, 
5 122.10(b)(1) as set forth hereinafter 
shall remain in effect. 

Effective date . Amendment 7 to Revi¬ 
sion 3 of Part 122 is made effective Feb¬ 
ruary 19, 1976. 

Pursuant to the authority of 72 Stat. 
387, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 636, sec. 5, 
72 Stat. 385, 15 U.S.C. 634, Part 122 of 


Chapter I of Title 13 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is amended, effective 
February 19, 1976, by revising § 122.10 
(b) (1) thereof to read as follows: 

§ 122.10 Guaranteed loan*. 

« * * • • 

(b) Simplified blanket guaranty loans. 
(1) Simplified blanket guaranteed loans 
are loans made by a lender under a 
Guaranty Agreement between SBA and 
the lender which is applicable to future 
loans to small business concerns as au¬ 
thorized by SBA. Under such a Guaranty 
Agreement, SBA is obligated to purchase 
not more than 90 percent of the out¬ 
standing balance of each loan authorized 
thereunder together with accrued inter¬ 
est in the event the borrower has de¬ 
faulted for not less than 60 days. SBA 
also has the right to purchase at any 
time the guaranteed percentage of any 
loan. Any eligible loan which the lender 
W'ould make only with the guaranty of 
SBA may be authorized by SBA under 
said Guaranty Agreement. Written noti¬ 
fication of any uncured default in any 
guaranteed loan must be received by SBA 
within 45 days after such default. < De¬ 
fault as used in this subparagraph means 
nonpayment of principal or interest on 
the due date.) Late receipt or nonreceipt 
of such required notice will be excused 
only where written notification was sent 
by registered or certified mail not later 
than the fifth day. or by mailgram not 
later than the third day, prior to the 
forty-fifth day after the original date of 
the uncured default. Where the lender 
fails to give SBA written notification 
within 45 days of an uncured default 
but SBA receives written notification 
within 90 days of said uncured default, 
the lender shall not be entitled to receive 
and SBA shall not pay to the lender ac¬ 
crued interest on the guaranteed portion 
of unpaid principal of the loan from the 
date of default by the borrower to the 
date of notice of default by the lender 
to SBA. The guaranty of any loan shall 
be terminated if written notification of 
default is not received by SBA within 90 
days after uncured default by the bor¬ 
rower. Late receipt or nonreceipt of such 
required notice will be excused only 
wiiere written notification was sent by 
registered or certified mail not later than 
the fifth day, or by mailgram not later 
than the tliird day, prior to the ninetieth 
day after the original date of the uncured 
default. The only acceptable evidence to 
establish the date of mailing shall be the 
U.S. Postal Service postmark on the 
WTapper or on the original receipt from 
the U.S. Postal Service. The only ac¬ 
ceptable evidence to establish the date 
of transmission by mailgram shall be the 
automatic date indication appearing on 
the mailgram. If the postmark in the case 
of mail or the automatic date indication 
in the case of a mailgram is illegible, the 
notification shall be deemed to have been 
filed late. The lender shall be responsible 
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to establish and to retain evidence of de¬ 
livery of the required written notification 
to SBA. 

Effective date: February 19, 1976. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
grams No. 59.012, Small Business loans) 

Dated: March 8,1976. 

Mitchell P. Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

IFR Doc.76-7002 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 ami 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

l Docket No. 15446; Arndt. 39-25441 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Aer Pegaso (Aeromere & Avionautica Rio) 
M100S Glider 

There have been reports of separations 
of the welded lower rudder hinge pin 
from the rudder hinge bracket on Aer 
Pegaso (Aeromere & Avionautica Rio) 
M100S gliders that could result in loss of 
rudder control. Since this condition is 
likely to exist or develop in other gliders 
of the same type design, an airworthiness 
directive is being issued which requires 
the installation of a new type rudder pin 
and an inspection of the new pin’s weld 
on Aer Pegaso (Aeromere & Avionautica 
Rio) M100S gliders. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this regula¬ 
tion. it is found that notice and public 
procedure hereon are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making this amend¬ 
ment effective in less than 30 days. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601. and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UJB.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
and 1423); Sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(c)).) 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority deleg ated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
5 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Aer Pegaso (Aeromere A Avionautica Rio). 
Applies to Ml008 gliders, certificated in 
all categories. 

Compliance is required within the next 50 
hours time In service after the effective date 
of this AD, unless already accomplished. 

To prevent separation of lower rudder 
hinge pin from the rudder hinge bracket and 
the consequent loss of rudder control, accom¬ 
plish the following: 

Replace the lower rudder hinge pin with 
a new pin made of SAE 1024 steel and Inspect 
the new pin’s weld for cracks, using the dye 
penetrant method, in accordance with the 
steps (1) through (9) of the Description 
section of Ingg. A. & P. Morrelli (Aer Pegaso) 
Technical Bulletin No. 11/M1008, dated 
March 16, 1971, or an FAA-approved 

equivalent. 

This amendment becomes effective 
March 25, 1976. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on March 
3, 1976. 

J. A. Ferrarese, 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 

[FR Doc.76-6608 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL 
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[Docket No. 15427: Arndt. 39-2543] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Morane Saulnier (Socata) MS 760B Paris 
II Airplanes 

The FAA has found that the bleed air 
system of the Morane Saulnier (Socata) 
MS 760B Paris n airplanes has certain 
defects which could result in overpres¬ 
sure in the auxiliary fuel tanks, damage 
to fuel tanks and the wing leading edge, 
and possible inflight fire. Since this con¬ 
dition is likely to exist or develop in other 
airplanes of the same type design, an 
airworthiness directive is being issued 
which requires the installation of a plac¬ 
ard. inspection of the wing leading edge 
spot welds, and engine bleed aperture 
and tank valve calibration inspections 
and repair, if necessary, on Morane Saul¬ 
nier (Socata) MS 760B Paris n airplanes. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this regula¬ 
tion, it is found that notice and public 
procedure hereon are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making this amend¬ 
ment effective in less than 30 days. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601. and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
and 1423); Sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1656(c)).) 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
5 11.89), § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations is amended by add¬ 
ing the following new airworthiness di¬ 
rective: 

Morane Saulnier (SOCATA). Applies to MS 
760B Paris II airplanes certificated In all 
categories, all serial numbers. 

Compliance is required as Indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To prevent a possible inflight fire caused 
by overpressure in the auxiliary fuel tanka 
accomplish the following: 

(a) Within the next 10 hours’ time in serv¬ 

ice after the effective date of this AD. install 
an operating limitation placard on the In¬ 
strument panel in full view of the pilot that 
reads as follows: _ _ 

"FUEL. TRANSFER SYSTEM OPERATING 
LIMITATIONS: 1. Ground test— PROHIB¬ 
ITED; 2. Takeoff and cli mb— TIP TANK 
OPEN, LEADING EDGE CLOSED: 3. Cruise— 
LESS THAN 200 L. IN MAIN TANKS LEAD¬ 
ING EDGE OPEN ONLY DURING TRANS¬ 
FER; 4. Descent—LEADING EDGE OPEN.” 

(b) Within the next 10 hours* time In 
service after the effective date of this AD, 
visually Inspect the wing leading edge elec¬ 
tric spot welds for proper weld integrity. 

(c) If a weld Is found to be defective dur¬ 
ing the inspection required by paragraph (b) 
of this AD, before further flight, repair the 
wing leading edge associated with the de¬ 
fective welds. 

(d) Within the next 100 hours’ time in 
service after the effective date of this AD— 

( 1 ) Visually Inspect the engine bleed aper¬ 
tures for proper diameter; and 

(2) Inspect the auxiliary fuel tank over¬ 
pressure valve for proper valve opening pres¬ 
sure. 

(e) If. during the Inspection required by 
paragraph (d)(1) of this AD, an engine bleed 
aperture diameter is found not to be as fol¬ 
lows, replace the engine bleed overpressure 
valve with a serviceable valve of the same 
part number or an FAA-approved equivalent: 

(1) For aircraft equipped with neither 
pneumatic deicers nor pneumatic gyroe, 2 
mm In diameter; 
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(2) For aircraft equipped with pneumatic 
gyros only, 3 mm In diameter; 

(3) For aircraft equipped with pneumatic 
deicers with or without pneumatic gyros. 
6 mm in diameter. 

(f) If. during the Inspection required by 
paragraph (d) (2) of this AD. the auxiliary 
fuel tank overpressure valve Is found not to 
begin opening at a fuel pressure of 260 
+ 20/ —10 grams/cm s , replace the valve with 
a serviceable valve of the same part number 
or an FAA-approved equivalent. 

(g) For aircraft equipped with pneumatic 
deicers, within the next 100 hours’ time in 
service after the effective date of this AD. 
install a 2.8 mm restrictor. P/N TN-0176 
56.4.093, In the union at the entrance of the 
pressure reducing valve. 

[Socata Service Bulletin No. 14/1 dated 
July 1971 pertains to this AD ] 

This amendment becomes effective 
March 25, 1976. 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on March 2. 
1976. 

J. A. Ferrarese. 

Acting Director . 

Flight Standards Service. 

[FR Doc.76-6607 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am J 


[Docket No. 15454; Arndt. 39-2547[ 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Piper Model PA-12 Airplanes 

There has been a report of an accident 
id which It was determined that one or 
more of the four pulley guards were 
missing on the flap control system 
pulleys on a Piper Model PA-12 airplane 
modified in accordance with STC No. 
SA231AL, caused by a flap control cable 
slipping off a pulley. Subsequently, it 
was determined that two additional 
pulley guards were necessary to avoid 
similar accidents, and STC No. SA231AL 
was amended accordingly. However, the 
additional two pulley guards have not 
been incorporated in all affected air¬ 
craft. Since this condition is likely to 
exist or develop in other airplanes of the 
same type design, an airworthiness di¬ 
rective is being Issued which requires a 
one-time inspection to ensure that six 
pulley guards are installed on Piper 
Model PA-12 airplanes modified in ac¬ 
cordance with STC No. SA231AL and to 
require the installation of pulley guards 
found to be missing. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this regula¬ 
tion, it is found that notice and public 
procedure hereon are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making this amend¬ 
ment effective in less than 30 days. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354(a), 1421. 
and 1423) and of Sec. 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655 
(c))> 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89). 
5 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness direc¬ 
tive: 

Pipkr Aircraft Corporation. Applies to 
Piper Model PA-12 airplanes certificated In 
all categories equipped with Piper Model PA- 
14 wing flaps In accordance with STC No. 
SA231AL. 

11, 1976 
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Note. STC No. SA231AL Incorporates 
Rodney E. Schaeffer Drawing PA-12-1001, 
Revision “A,” dated September 16, 1975. 

Compliance is required within the next 50 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, unless already accomplished. 

To prevent a loss of flap control. Inspect 
the flap control system to ensure that six 
flap control pulley guards are installed in 
accordance with the Rodney E. Schaeffer 
Drawing PA-12-1001, Revision ‘'A,” dated 
September 15, 1975, or an PAA approved 
equivalent. Install those pulley guards which 
are found to be missing. 

Note. Copies of the Rodney E. Schaeffer 
Drawing PA-12-1001, Revision "A,” dated 
September 15, 1975, may be obtained from 
Rodney E. Schaeffer, 1253 Cramer, Wichita, 
Kansas, 67212. This drawing may also be ex¬ 
amined at the FAA Alaska Region, 632 Sixth 
Avenue, Anchorage, Alaska 99501, and at FAA 
Headquarters, 800 Independence Avenue, 
S.W., Washington. D.C. 20591. 

This amendment becomes effective on 
March 25, 1976. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
March 4, 1976. 

J. A. Ferrarese, . 
Acting Director , 
Flight Standards Service. 

[FR Doc.76 6871 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 


1 Airworthiness Docket No. 75-WE-33-AD; 

Arndt. 39-26391 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Douglas Model DC-10 Series Airplanes 

Amendment 39-2218 (40 FR 22825), 
AD 75-11-10, as amended by Amendment 
39-2377 (40 FR 46303), requires inspec¬ 
tion and modification of the down locks 
and air bottle control valve levers to pre¬ 
vent inadvertent opening of Type I pas¬ 
senger doors on Douglas Model DC-10 
Series airplanes. After issuing Amend¬ 
ment 39-2377, the agency determined 
that the compliance time for installation 
of control valve retention springs, or a 
new design control valve, should be ex¬ 
tended. This finding was based on a re¬ 
quest by the manufacturer for an ex¬ 
tension in compliance time due to prob¬ 
lems encountered with the new design 
valves and resulting delays in deliveries 
to operators. In addition, the specified 
interim repetitive inspections continue to 
apply. Therefore, the AD is being further 
amended to extend the compliance time 
of paragraph (C)(2), from 3000 to 4500 
hours, and change the applicable service 
bulletin in paragraph (C) (2) (b) to Revi¬ 
sion 1. 

Since this amendment relieves a re¬ 
striction. and imposes no additional bur¬ 
den on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
the amendment may be made effective in 
less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697), 

§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, is amended by revising 
paragraph (C)(2) to read in pertinent 
Part, as follows: 

(2) Within the next 4500 hours’ time in 
^rvice after the effective date of this 

AD, • • • 


(b) • • • Douglas Service Bulletin No. 

52-154, Revision 1, dated March 1, 1976, or 
later FAA-approved revisions. 

This amendment becomes effective 
March 17, 1970. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601. and 603 of the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Act of 1968 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
and 1423) and of section 6(c) of the .Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655 
<c)).) 

Issued in Los Angeles, California on 
March 1, 1976. 

Robert H. Stanton, 
Director, FAA Western Region. 
IFR Doc.76-6719 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am) 


[Docket No. 76-NE-5; Amdt. 39-25371 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Hamilton Standard Model 54H60— 
Propellers 

There have been hydraulic control 
failures of Hamilton Standard Model 
54H60 propellers, used on Lockheed L- 
188 and L-382 type aircraft that can re¬ 
sult in propeller pitchlocking or inability 
to reverse. Loss of control is caused by 
separation of the extension sleeve, P/N 
541850, due to wear of the retention 
threads. Since this condition is likely to 
exist or develop in other propellers of 
the same type design, an airworthiness 
directive is being issued to require a re¬ 
petitive check of the extension sleeve 
torque to determine if say thread wear 
has occurred. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public proce¬ 
dure hereon are impracticable and good 
cause exists for making this amendment 
effective in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Hamii.ton Standard.— Applies to propeller 
Models 54H60-63, -81,-91,-111,-117 and 
-125. 

Compliance required within the next 200 
hours time in service after the effective date 
of this A.D., unless already accomplished 
within the last 1800 hours time In service, 
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 2000 
hours. 

To prevent wear of pitchlock regulator 
extension sleeve threads resulting in loose¬ 
ness and possible separation of the extension 
sleeve from the pitchlock regulator accom¬ 
plish the following: 

Check the torque required to turn the 
extension sleeve, P/N 541850, Rev. C or later 
revision, in a clockwise (tightening direc¬ 
tion) , in accordance with Hamilton Standard 
Service Bulletin HS Code 54H60 No. A 73, 
Rev. 1 dated January 2, 1976 or later revision 
or equivalent method approved by the Chief, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
FAA. New England Region. 

(a) If a running torque Is not obtained 
up to a maximum applied static torque of 
130 ft. lb., return pitchlock regulator to 
service. 

(b) If the running torque required to turn 
the extension sleeve is less than 100 ft. lbs., 
remove extension sleeve and Inspect threads 
for wear. Remove from service extension 
sleeves with worn threads. 


The manufacturer’s specifications and 
procedures identified and described In this 
directive are Incorporated herein and made a 
part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1). 

All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received these doc¬ 
uments from the manufacturer may ob¬ 
tain copies upon request to Hamilton 
Standard, Division of United Technol¬ 
ogies Corporation. Windsor Locks, Con¬ 
necticut 06096. These documents may 
also be examined at the office of the 
Regional Counsel. New England Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 12 New 
England Executive Park, Burlington, 
Massachusetts 01803. 

This amendment becomes effective on 
March 17, 1976. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601. and 603 of the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Act of 1968 (49 U.8.C. 1364(a), 1421, 
and 1423) and of section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655 
<c)).) 

Issued In Burlington, Massachusetts, 
on February 26, 1976. 

Quentin S. Taylor, 

Director , New England Region. 

|FR Doc.76-6717 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am) 


|Docket No. 76-NE-6; Amdt. 39-2541) 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Sikorsky S-61, $-62, and S-64 
Helicopters 

It has been found that several Model 
66WAP200 and Model 66WAN200 hy¬ 
draulic pumps, obtained from unap¬ 
proved sources, and which do not meet 
the FAA approved type design data, have 
been installed on Sikorsky Model S-61. 
S-62, and S-64 helicopters. Failures have 
been reported of the unapproved chrome 
plating on the pressure end of pistons, 
which could result in failure of the hy¬ 
draulic pump and/or hydraulic flight 
control system. Since this condition is 
likely to exist or develop in other heli¬ 
copters of the same types, an airworthi¬ 
ness directive is being issued to provide 
a daily inspection of the hydraulic sys¬ 
tem filters and replacement of the un¬ 
approved pumps. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public proce¬ 
dure hereon are impracticable and good 
cause exists for making this amendment 
effective in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697). 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness direc¬ 
tive: 

Sikorsky Aircraft. —Applies to S-61L, S-61N, 
S-61NM, S-61R, S-62 A, S-64 A. S-64E, S-64F 
helicopters certified in all categories, in¬ 
cluding Military CH-3C, HH-3C, CH-3E, 
HH-3E, CH-54B helicopters certificated in 
all categories and equipped with: 

1. Model 66WAP200 hydraulic pumps, Serial 
Numbers 1080 through 1086, 2013, 2015, 2228, 
2298, 2670, 2889, and all Serial Numbers with 
“DO-” prefix, except FAA approved New York 
Air Brake Company Serial Numbers DO-1 
through DO-83. 
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2. Model 66WAN200 hydraulic pumps, Ser¬ 
ial Numbers DO-2110. DO-2117. DO-2163. 
DO-2165. DO-2222. DO-2227. 

Compliance required as Indicated. 

To detect flaking chrome plating from the 
pistons of Model 66WAP200 hydraulic pump. 
Serial Numbers 1080 through 1086, 2013, 
2015. 2228. 2298. 2670, 2889, and all Serial 
Numbers with ‘'DO-" prefix, except PAA ap¬ 
proved New York Air Brake Company Serial 
Numbers DO-1 through DO-83; and Model 
G6WAN200 hydraulic pump. Serial Numbers 
DO-2110. DO-2117. DO-2163, DO-2165. DO- 
2222. DO-2227, accomplish the following: 

a. Before the first flight each day, inspect 
the filter and filter bowl on the primary, 
auxiliary, and utility hydraulic manifold for 
the presence of chrome plating flakes, in ac¬ 
cordance with the applicable Maintenance 
Manual Instructions. If flakes are found, re¬ 
move all pumps, with serial numbers noted 
above, and replace with PAA approved pumps 
before further flight. Immediately after re¬ 
placement of the pump, flush and inspect the 
hydraulic system in accordance with the ap¬ 
plicable Maintenance Manual instructions. 

Note.—F or the requirements regarding the 
listing of compliance with this AD in the 
helicopter's permanent maintenance record, 
see PAR 91.173. 

b. Within the next 180 calendar days after 
the effective date of this AD, replace all 
pumps, with serial numbers noted above, 
with PAA approved New York Air Brake Com¬ 
pany pumps. 

c. Advise the PAA. Chief, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch. New England Region, 
12 New England Executive Park. Burlington, 
Massachusetts 01803, of the serial numbers of 
unapproved pumps found, the registration 
and serial number of the helicopter on which 
they are installed, and the serial numbers of 
the replacement pumps. (Reporting approved 
by the Office of Management and Budget 
under OMB No. 04-RO174.) 

d. After complying with Paragraph (b) of 
this AD. the inspection required by Para¬ 
graph (a) may be discontinued. 

This amendment becomes effective 
March 24 1976 

(8ecs. 313(a), 601 and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 ( 49 U.S.C. 1354(a). 1421, 
and 1423) and of Section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts on 
March 3. 1976. 

Quentin S. Taylor, 
Director , Netc England Region. 

|FR Doc.76—6718 Piled 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[Airspace Docket No. 76-EA-l] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Federal Airway 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to realign Victor Airway 116 
between the Lake Henry, Pa., and Deer 
Park, N.Y., VORTACs. 

Aircraft operating westbound on Vic¬ 
tor Airway 116 have been encountering 
frequency Interference from the Stony 
Fork. Pa., VORTAC while in the vicinity 
of Greenwood, N.J., Intersection above 
14,500 feet M8L. The airway use has 
been restricted procedurally pending 
resolution of the interference problem. 
Flight inspection has confirmed that a 
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realignment of the Lake Henry 119° M 
radial to the 120® M radial would elimi¬ 
nate the frequency interference problem 
and restore Victor Airway 116 to its full 
vertical limits. Accordingly, the Federal 
Aviation Administration has determined 
that Victor Airway 116 should be re¬ 
aligned one degree to reinstate the air¬ 
way to its full use. 

Since this amendment eliminates a 
navigation restriction by restoring to 
public use all altitudes of the airway, 
notice and public procedure thereon are 
deemed unnecessary. However, since it 
is necessary that sufficient time be 
allowed to permit appropriate changes 
to be made on aeronautical charts, this 
amendment will become effective more 
than 30 days after publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 GMT, May 20, 
1976, as hereinafter set forth. 

§ 71.123 [Amended] 

§ 71.123 (41 FR 307) is amended as 
follows: 

In V-116 “INT Lake Henry 109°” is 
deleted and “ENT Lake Henry 110 OM Is 
substituted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.&C. 1348(a)) and sec. 6(c) of 
the Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S..C 1655(c))) 

William E. Broadwater. 

Chief . Airspace and Air Traffic 

Rules Division. 

Issued In Washington, D.C., on March 
4, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-6720 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[Airspace Docket No. 75-AL-12] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Withdrawal of Final Rule and Extension of 
Comment Period 

The purpose of this rule is to withdraw 
the effective date March 25, 1976, in FR 
Doc. 76-2510 (41 FR 4254) published 
January 29, 1976, in which the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) amended 
Part 71, § 71.171 and § 71.181 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations (FAR). 

On December 12, 1975, a Notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making (NPRM) was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (40 FR 
57811) stating that the FAA was consid¬ 
ering an amendment to Part 71 of the 
FAR that would: (1) add a west exten¬ 
sion to the Nome. Alaska, control zone; 
(2) realign the east extension of the 
Nome, Alaska, control zone; (3) recon¬ 
figure the lateral limits of the 700-foot 
Nome. Alaska, transition area. Due to in¬ 
adequate distribution of the NPRM, air 
taxi operators In the Nome area were not 
given an opportunity to comment on the 
proposal prior to the comment period 
closing date. The final rule issued on 
January 22, 1976, is hereby withdrawn 
and the comment period is reopened and 
all comments received before April 15, 
1976, will be considered before final rule 
making action is taken on the proposal. 


(Secs. 307(a) and 1110 of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1348(a). and 1510), Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 10854 (24 PR 9565) and Sec. 6 
(c) of the Department of Transportation Act 
(49 U.S.C. 1665(c)).) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
4. 1976. 

William E. Broadwater, 

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic 

Rules Division. 

[FR Doc.76-6721 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 amj 


[Docket No. 15426; Arndt. No. 1011 ] 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH PROCEDURES 

Recent Changes and Additions 

This amendment to Part 97 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations incorpo¬ 
rates by reference therein changes and 
additions to the Standard Instrument 
Approach Procedures (SIAPs) that were 
recently adopted by the Administrator to 
promote safety at the airports concerned. 

The complete SIAPs for the changes 
and additions covered by this amend¬ 
ment are described in FAA Forms 8260-3. 
8260-4, or 8260-5 and made a part of the 
public rule making dockets of the FAA in 
accordance with the procedures set forth 
in Amendment No. 97-696 (35 FR 5609). 

SIAPs are available for examination at 
the Rules Docket and at the National 
Flight Data Center, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, 800 Independence Avenue. 
S.W.. Washington, D.C. 20591. Copies of 
SIAPs adopted in a particular region are 
also available for examination at the 
headquarters of that region. Individual 
copies of SIAPs may be purchased from 
the FAA Public Information Center. 
AIS-230, 800 Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20591 or from the ap¬ 
plicable FAA regional office in accord¬ 
ance with the fee schedule prescribed in 
49 CFR 7.85. This fee is payable in ad¬ 
vance and may be paid by check, draft, 
or postal money order payable to the 
Treasurer of the United States. A weekly 
transmittal of all SLAP changes and ad¬ 
ditions may be obtained by subscription 
at an annual rate of $150.00 per annum 
from the Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments, U.S. Government Printing Office. 
Washington. D.C. 20402. Additional cop¬ 
ies mailed to the same address may be 
ordered for $30.00 each. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this amendment. 
I find that further notice and public 
procedure hereon is impracticable and 
good cause exists for making it effective 
in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended as follows, effective on the 
dates specified: 

1. Section 97.23 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAPs. effective 
April 22, 1976. 

Phoenix, AZ—Phoenix Sky Harbor Int’l Arpt.. 

VOR Rwy 26L. Amdt. 18. 

Atlanta. GA—The William B. Hartsfield- 

Atlanta Inti Arpt., VOR Rwy 27R, Amdt. 2. 
Kamuela. HI—Waimea-Kohala Arpt, VOR 

Rwy 4, Amdt. 6. 
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Bloomington. IN—Monro© County Arpt., VOR 
Rwy 6. Amdt. 10. 

Bloomington. IN—Monroe County Arpt., VOR 
Rwy 17. Arndt. 6. 

Bloomington. IN—Monroe County Arpt., VOR 
Rwy 24, Amdt. 3. 

Bloomington. IN—Monroe County Arpt., VOR 
Rwy 35. Amdt. 8. 

Emporia. KS—Emporia Muni. Arpt.. VOR-A. 
Amdt. 8. 

Owensboro. KY—Owensboro-Daviess County 
Arpt.. VOR Rwy 35, Amdt. 10. 

Flint, MI—Bishop Arpt., VOR Rwy 9, Amdt. 
15. 

Flint, MI—Bishop Arpt., VOR Rwy 18. Amdt. 

8 . 

Flint. MI—Bishop Arpt., VOR Rwy 27. Amdt. 

11. 

Flint, MI—Bishop Arpt., VOR Rwy 36, Amdt. 
4. 

Berlin. NJ—Kettlerun Airpark, VORr-A, Orig¬ 
inal. 

Clovis. NM—Clovis Muni. Arpt., VOR-A. Orig¬ 
inal. 

Prospectvllle. PA—Turner Field, VOR Rwy 14, 
Amdt. 1. 

Casper, WY—Natrona County Inti Arpt., 
V OR/DIME Rwy 3, Original. 

Effective March 4,1976: 

Hastings, MI—Hastings Muni. Arpt., VOR 
Rwy 12, Amdt. 3. 

2. Section 97.25 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAPs, effective 
April 22, 1976. 

Atlanta, QA—The William B. Hartsfleld- 
Atlanta Inti Arpt., LOC(BC) Rwy 9R. 
Amdt. 3. 

Effective March 25,1976: 

Chicago (Wheeling), IL—Pal-Waukee Arpt., 
LOC Rwy 16, Original, cancelled. 

M&xton, NC—Laurenburg-Maxton Arpt., SDF 
Rwy 5. Original. 

Effective March 18,1976: 

Alma, MI—Oratlot Community Arpt., SDF 
Rwy 9, Original. 

3. Section 97.27 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing NDB/ADF SIAPs, effective April 
22,1976. 

Atlanta, QA—The William B. Hartsfleld- 
Attanta Inti Arpt., NDB Rwy 8, Amdt. 39. 
Atlanta, OA—The William B. Hartsfleld- 
Atlanta Inti Arpt., NDB Rwy 9L, Amdt. 2. 
Atlanta, OA—The William B. Hartafleid- 
Atlanta Inti Arpt., NDB Rwy 27R, Amdt. 2. 
Atlanta, OA—The William B. Hartsfleld- 
Atlanta Inti Arpt.. NDB Rwy 33, Amdt. 18. 
Owensboro, KY—Owensboro-Davtess County 
Arpt., NDB Rwy 35, Amdt. 2. 

Dayton, OH—Dayton General (South) Arpt., 
NDB Rwy 9. Amdt. 1. 

Marion, OH—Marlon Muni. Arpt., Rwy 12, 
Amdt. 0. 

Effective March 18.1976: 

Alma, MX—Oratlot Community Arpt., NDB 
Rwy 9, Original. 

Effective March 4,1976: 

Grand Rapids, MI—Kent County Arpt., NDB 
Rwy 26L, Amdt. 9. 

Effective Maroh 2,1976: 

Pascagoula, MS—Jackson County Arpt., NDB 
Rwy 22, Amdt. 2. 

Effective February 27, 1976: 

Alma. MI—Oratlot Community Arpt., NDB 
Rwy 9, Amdt. 2, cancelled. 


4. Section 97.29 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing ILS SIAPs, effective April 22.1976. 

Atlanta. OA—The William B. Hartsfteld- 
Atianta Inti Arpt., IL8 Rwy 8, Amdt. 48. 
Atlanta, OA—The William B. Hartsfleld- 
Atlanta Inti Arpt., ILS Rwy DR, Amdt. 9. 
Atlanta, OA—The William B. Hartsfleld- 
Atlanta Int'l Arpt.. ILS Rwy 27L, Amdt. 4. 
Owensboro, KY—Owensboro-Davtess County 
Arpt.. ILS Rwy 35, Amdt. 4. 

Effective March 25.1976: 

Chicago (Wheeling), IL—Pal-Waukee Arpt., 
ILS Rwy 16, Original. 

Effective March 4, 1976: 

Orand Rapids, MI—Kent County Arpt., ILS 
Rwy 26L, Amdt. 10. 

5. Section 97.31 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing RADAR SIAPs, effective March 4, 
1976. 

Orand Rapids, MI—Kent County Arpt., 
RADAR-1. Amdt. 3. 

6. Section 97.33 is amended by orig¬ 
inating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing RNAV SIAPs, effective April 22, 
1976. 

Phoenix. AZ—Phoenix Sky Harbor Inti Arpt., 
RNAV Rwy 8L. Original. 

Phoenix. AZ—Phoenix Sky Harbor Int’l Arpt.. 

RNAV Rwy 26R, Original. 

Fullerton, CA—Fullerton Muni. Arpt., RNAV 
Rwy 24. Amdt. 5. 

Emporia. KS—Emporia Muni. Arpt., RNAV 
Rwy 18. Amdt. 1. 

Correction: In Docket Number 15360. 
Amendment 1006, to Part 97 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register dated February 4, 1976, on page 
5092 • • • under Section 97.27, effective 
March 18, 1976, McRae, OA-Telfair-Wheeler 
Arpt., NDB Rwy 20, Amdt. 3. cancelled. This 
action is hereby rescinded • • • this pro¬ 
cedure remains In effect. 

(Secs. 307, 313, 601, 1110, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958; 49 UJ3.C. 1438, 1354, 1421, 1510, 
and sec. 6(c) Department of Transportation 
Act, 49 US.O. 1655(c). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
4, 1976. 

James M. Vines, 

Chief, Aircraft Programs 
Division . 

Note : Incorporation by reference pro¬ 
visions in 55 97.10 and 97.20 approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on May 12, 
1969, (35 F.R. 5610). 

[FR Doc.78-6870 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 15425; Amdt. No. 99-10] 

PART 99—SECURITY CONTROL OF AIR 
TRAFFIC 

Deletion of Puerto Rico Coastal Air 
Defense Identification Zone 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
delete the airspace description of the 
Puerto Rico Coastal Air Defense Identi¬ 
fication Zone (ADIZ) from § 99.45(f) 
of Part 99 of the Federal Aviation Reg¬ 
ulations. 

Part 99 designates defense areas, air 
defense Identification zones, and pre¬ 
scribes rules for operating aircraft In 
those areas. The Puerto Rico ADIZ was 
designated in Part 620 of the Regulations 


of the Administrator at the request of 
the Department of Defense during a na¬ 
tional emergency in 1962, and was re¬ 
scinded, effective January 24, 1963 (28 
FR 633), when that Department advised 
the Administrator that the situation 
which generated the requirement no 
longer existed. However, when Part 620 
was recodified as Part 99 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, the airspace de¬ 
scription of the Puerto Rico ADIZ was 
erroneously included. Since the ADIZ 
was rescinded and is no longer reflected 
on any charts, its description in Part 99 
is no longer applicable, and is, therefore, 
deleted by this amendment. 

The deletion of this airspace descrip¬ 
tion is editorial in nature and has no 
substantive effect. Therefore, notice and 
public procedure thereon are unneces¬ 
sary, and, for the same reason, it may 
become effective in less than 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. 

§ 99.45 [Amended] 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
99 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective March 11. 1976, by 
deleting paragraph (f) of 5 99.45. 

(Sections 307, 1110 and 1202 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 55 1348. 1510. 
1522); Executive Order 10854 (24 FR 9565): 
and Section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 5 1665(c)).) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 27,1976. 

John McLucas, 

Administrator. 

|FR Doc.76-6606 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 

Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 8994] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC- 

TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

The Anaconda Company 

Subpart—Acquiring corporate stock or 
assets: 5 13.5 Acquiring cori rate stock 
or assets; 13.5-20 Federal Trade Com¬ 
mission Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 UJS.C. 46. Interpret or 
apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; sec. 7, 
38 Stat. 731, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 45. 18) 

In the Matter of The Anaconda Com¬ 
pany , a Corporation 

Consent order requiring a New York 
City manufacturer and seller of primary 
metals and wire mill products to divest 
itself of the stock and assets of Systems 
Wire and Cable. Inc., a manufacturer of 
semiflexible coaxial cable within two 
years of service upon them of this order. 
Further, respondent is prohibited from 
acquiring, for a period of ten (10) years, 
the stock or assets of any firm engaged in 
the manufacture of semiflexible coaxial 
cable without prior F.T.C. approval. 

The divestiture order, including 
further order requirir report of com¬ 
pliance therewith, is as follow's: 1 


‘Copies of the Complaint, Decision and 
Order, filed with the original document. 
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Order 

I. It is ordered, That, subject to the 
prior approval of the Federal Trade Com¬ 
mission. respondent, through its officers, 
directors, agents, representatives and 
employees shall, as soon as possible, and 
in any event within two (2) years from 
the date of service upon it of this Order, 
divest absolutely and in good faith, all 
assets, properties, rights and privileges, 
tangible and intangible, presently owned 
or controlled by or hereafter assigned to 
Systems Wire and Cable, Inc. (excluding, 
however, receivables and inventories and 
any equipment, machinery, or other 
property presently located at Rome, New 
York) including but not limited to the 
plant operated by respondent and lo¬ 
cated at 3500 S. 30th Street, Phoenix, 
Arizona (hereinafter the “Plant”) and 
all machinery, equipment and other 
property of whatever description located 
at the Plant and all customer lists, trade 
names, trademarks and good will ac¬ 
quired as a result of its acquisition of 
Systems Wire and Cable, Inc., and all ad¬ 
ditions and improvements thereto of 
whatever description (hereinafter “Sys¬ 
tems”) , to a person, firm or corporation 
willing and able to operate the business 
now operated by Systems as a separate, 
independent and viable going concern in 
the manufacture and sale of semiflexible 
coaxial cable; Provided however, That if 
by the end of said two (2) year period re¬ 
spondent, after having made bona fide 
efforts to do so, has been unable to make 
such divestiture to a person, firm or cor¬ 
poration acceptable to the Federal Trade 
Commission then respondent shall be re¬ 
lieved of its obligation hereunder to make 
such divestiture, and shall be free to dis¬ 
mantle the Plant and dispose of it or 
any part thereof. 

n. It is further ordered, That, if re¬ 
spondent is unable to sell or dispose of 
Systems for cash, nothing in this Order 
shall be deemed to prohibit respondent 
from retaining, accepting and enforcing 
in good faith any security interest there¬ 
in, not to exceed five (5) years in dura¬ 
tion, for the sole purpose of securing to 
respondent full payment of the price, 
with interest, at which Systems is sold 
or disposed of; Provided, however, That 
if after a good faith divestiture of Sys¬ 
tems pursuant to this Order, respondent 
reacquires any of the divested assets by 
virtue of such security interest, respon¬ 
dent shall redivest such assets within 
six (6) months subject to the terms of 
Paragraph I of this Order. 

III. It is further ordered, That none of 
the assets, rights or privileges to be di¬ 
vested pursuant to Paragraph I above, 
shall be transferred, directly or in¬ 
directly, to anyone who at the time of 
such divestiture is an officer, director, 
employee, or agent of, or under the con¬ 
trol, direction or influence of respondent 
or any of its subsidiaries or affiliated 
corporations, or who owns or controls 
more than one (1) per cent of the out¬ 


standing shares of respondent’s capital 
stock. 

IV. It is further ordered, That pending 
divestiture, respondent shall not make 
any changes, other than in the ordinary 
course of business, or permit any deterio¬ 
ration in Systems which may impair its 
capacity for the manufacture, distribu¬ 
tion or sale of semiflexible coaxial cable; 
Provided, however , That nothing in this 
Order shall prevent respondent from ex¬ 
ercising reasonable business judgment 
with respect to conducting the business 
and operations of Systems pending di¬ 
vestiture, including the discontinuance 
of all operations at the Plant. 

V. It is further ordered, That respond¬ 
ent shall cease and desist for the period 
beginning on the date of service of this 
Order and ending ten (10) years there¬ 
after from acquiring, directly or indi¬ 
rectly, without prior approval of the 
Federal Trade Commission, one (1) per¬ 
cent or more of the stock or other share 
capital, of any domestic concern, corpo- 
arte or non-corporate, which is engaged 
in the manufacture in the United States 
of semiflexible coaxial cable, or capital 
assets from such a concern pertaining 
to the manufacture of such cable. 

VI. It is further ordered, That re¬ 
spondent shall within sixty (60) days 
after date of service of this Order, and 
every sixty (60) days thereafter until 
respondent has fully complied with the 
provisions of Paragraphs I and IV of 
this Order, submit in writing to the Fed¬ 
eral Trade Commission a verified report 
setting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which respondent has endeav¬ 
ored to comply with such provisions. All 
compliance reports shall include, among 
other things that are from time to time 
required, a summary of contracts or ne¬ 
gotiations with anyone for the property 
and assets specified in Paragraph I of 
this Order and the identity of all such 
persons and copies of all written com¬ 
munications to and from such persons. 
Respondent shall within one (1) year 
from the date of service of this Order, 
and every year thereafter until respond¬ 
ent has fully complied with the provi¬ 
sions of Paragraph V of this Order, sub¬ 
mit in writing to the Federal Trade Com¬ 
mission a verified report setting forth 
the manner and form in which respond¬ 
ent has complied with Paragraph V of 
this Order. 

VTI. It is further ordered. That re¬ 
spondent notify the Commission at least 
thirty (30) days prior to any proposed 
change in the corporate respondent such 
as dissolution, assignment or sale result¬ 
ing in the emergence of a successor cor¬ 
poration, or any other proposed change 
in the corporation, which may affect 
compliance obligations arising out of this 
Order. 

The Divestiture Order was issued by 
the Commission Jan. 23,1976. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6950 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. C-27401 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC- 

TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Stereo Equipment Sales, Inc. t/a Baltimore 
Stereo Wholesalers, Etc., Et Al. 

Codification under 16 CFR Part 13 ap¬ 
pears at 40 FR 53552, Nov. 19, 1975. 
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 6, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
15 U.S.C. 45) 

In the Matter of Stereo Equipment Sales, 
Inc., a Corporation, Doing Business 
as Baltimore Stereo Wholesalers, 
Stereo Wholesalers and Stereo Dis¬ 
counters, and Benjamine Shumate. 
Individually and as an Officer of 
Said Corporation 

Order modifying an earlier order dated 

Nov. 19, 1975, 87 F.T.C.-, 40 FR 53552. 

by permitting respondents to omit the 
shipping weights of advertised items as 
long as respondents charge a flat per¬ 
centage of the order price for shipping 
and handling. 

The Order Reopening Proceeding and 
Modifying Order to Cease and Desist, is 
as follows; 1 

By petition dated December 18, 1975, 
respondents have requested the Commis¬ 
sion to modify its order of October 21, 
1975 to permit respondents to omit the 
shipping weights of advertised items as 
long as respondents charge a flat per¬ 
centage of the order price for shipping 
and handling. The Bureau of Consumer 
Protection has filed an answer wherein 
it advises that it does not oppose re¬ 
spondents’ request. 

The Commission has duly considered 
respondents’ request and has determined 
that it should be granted. 

It is ordered, That the proceeding be. 
and it hereby is, reopened. 

It is further ordered. That the order to 
cease and desist be, and it hereby is. 
modified by striking Paragraph Four and 
substituting therefor the following; 

4. Failing to disclose, in any brochures, 
flyers, catalogs, letters, oral representa¬ 
tions or or other solicitations of orders 
which provide the purchaser with the 
means to order merchandise from re¬ 
spondents, with shipping weight of any 
of any of the items of merchandise 
offered; Provided, however. That the 
shipping weight need not be set forth on 
any items of merchandise for which the 
respondents charge a flat percentage of 
the order price for shipping and han¬ 
dling if that fact is clearly disclosed in 
accordance with Paragraph 5 of this Or¬ 
der. 

The Order Reopening Proceeding and 
Modifying Order to Cease and Desist was 
issued by the Commission February 17, 
1976. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-6951 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 ami 


1 Copies of the Order Reopening Proceeding 
and Modifying Order to Cease and Desist, 
filed with the original document. 
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Title 18—Conservation of Power and 
Water Resources 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL POWER 
COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. R-411 and RM74-4J 

PART 154—RATE SCHEDULES AND 
TARIFFS 

Order on Rehearing Clarifying and Amend¬ 
ing Prior Order and Granting Petition To 
Intervene 

February 27. 1976. 

In the matter of Accounting and Rate 
Treatment of Advances Included in Ac¬ 
count No. 166. Advances for Gas Explo¬ 
ration. Development and Production. 

On December 31. 1975, the Commission 
Issued an order in this docket, which, 
inter alia, terminated the advance pay¬ 
ment program in the lower 48 states, sub¬ 
ject to conditions, and terminated the 
Alaskan advance payment program un¬ 
der Order No. 499 and ordered refunds 
of all amounts collected by the pipelines 
from their customers relating to Order 
No. 499 Alaskan advances.* 

Applications for rehearing of the De¬ 
cember 31. 1975, order were filed on Jan¬ 
uary 28, 1976, by Calpetco 1 and Mobil 
Oil Corporation (Mobil); on January 29, 
1976, by the Public Service Commission 
of the State of New York (New York); 
and on January 30. 1976, by Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corporation and 
Transwestem Pipeline Company (Texas 
Eastern and Transwestem), United Gas 
Pipe Line Company (United), Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Company and Trunk¬ 
line Gas Company (Panhandle and 
Trunkline), Atlantic Richfield Company 
(Arco) and Cities Service Gas Company 
(Cities). This order shall treat the issues 
raised in these pleadings on an issue-by- 
issue basis. 

Issues Related to Treatment of Ad¬ 
vances Made in the Lower 48 States 
Under Orders 465 and 499 

Arco and Calpetco question the Com¬ 
mission's decision to end the advance 
payment program onshore in the lower 
48 States. Specifically they argue that 
the Commission's order stated that the 
evidence in the investigation showed that 
the onshore portion of the program met 
the test of the Court in Public Service 
Commission of the State of New York v. 
Federal Power Commission, 511 F. 2d 338 
(CADC 1975). They argue that in light 
of this finding by the Commission, it is 
irrational, and not within the ambit of 
Court's requirement of “reasoned deci¬ 
sion making", for the Commission to 
then decide to terminate the onshore 
portion of the advance payment pro¬ 
gram. Arco and Calpetco also argue that 
it is no answer for the Commission to 


‘On December 31. 1978, the Commission 
also Issued an order In Docket No. RP76-49 
requiring pipelines which made pre-Order 
No. 499 Alaskan advances to show cause why 
the treatment given Order No. 499 Alaskan 
advances should not also be accorded pre- 
Order No. 499 Alaskan advances* 

* On January 28. 1975, Calpetco also hied a 
late petition, to Intervene. 
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point to alternatives such as: Opinion 
No. 742 * (which permits small producers, 
most of whom operate onshore, to col¬ 
lect a just and reasonable rate equal to 
130% of the applicable area or national 
rate for large producers): the proposal 
in Docket No. RM75-14 to review new 
gas rates for producers; Order No. 749 ‘ 
which raised the flowing gas rates for 
producers; and the Commission’s special 
relief procedures for producers. These 
alternatives, it is alleged, are insufficient 
to secure dedication of onshore reserves 
to tlie interstate market because of the 
price disparity between interstate and 
intrastate prices. 

It should be noted that the primary 
issue raised by the Court’s decision in 
this proceeding was whether or not the 
Commission acted properly in extending 
the advance payment program for one 
year in Order No. 465 and for two more 
years in Order No. 499. Thus, for the 
Commission to find, as it did in the De¬ 
cember 31. 1975, order, that the onshore 
portion of the program met the Court's 
test in New York, supra., for the con¬ 
tracts executed during the three years 
covered by Order Nos. 465 and 499 is not 
inconsistent with a decision to: (1) ter¬ 
minate that portion of the program with 
conditions and (2) not elect to extend 
the onshore advance payment program 
to contracts executed after the time and 
date of the December 31, 1975, order. 

The Commission decided that the ad¬ 
vance payments “experiment ,, onshore, 
while beneficial in enhancing the supply 
of natural gas to the interstate market, 
had served its purpose and that, as a 
matter of public policy, it was now 
necessary to return to more traditional 
means of capital formation for producers 
such as raising producer rates, rather 
than using capital advanced by pipelines. 
The Commission also noted that while 
its interpretation of the Court's test, and 
its evaluation of the evidence in light 
thereof, indicated that the onshore pro¬ 
gram was a critical and necessary factor 
in securing natural gas reserves for the 
interstate market, the inherent specula¬ 
tive nature of this type of evaluation 
casts serious doubts about the propriety 
of extending the onshore program, as 
suggested by Arco and Calpetco. For 
these reasons, as well as those stated in 
the December 31, 1975, order, it is found 
that the treatment of the onshore por¬ 
tion of the advance payment program 
in the lower 48 states in the December 
31, 1975, order was reasonable and ap¬ 
propriate. 

Arco argues that the Commission erred 
in terminating the offshore portion of 
the program in the lower 48 states. In 
support of its allegation. Arco notes that 
the December 31, 1975, order states 
(mimeo, p. 7) that producer responses 
showed that: 


*-PPC- Issued August 28, 1975, in 

Docket No. Rr-393. 

4 - PPC -Issued December 31, 1975, 

in Docket No. R-478. 
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• • • 1.020.244.370 Mcf of proven reserves 
out of a total of 7.827.619.800 Mcf associated 
with, offshore advances could be said, with 
a high degree of certainty, to have reached 
the Interstate market sooner as a result of 
advance payments made to offshore pro¬ 
ducers ♦ * • 

Based upon this evidence. Arco questions 
how the Commission could determine 
that the offshore portion of the program 
failed to meet the Court test of showing 
sufficient quantifiable acceleration of 
exploration, development, and produc¬ 
tion of offshore reserves/* 

Arco’s arguments are not persuasive. 
On the face of the producer responses 
discussed by Arco, it is clear that onlv 
about 1 out of every 7.8 Mcf of proven 
reserves from offshore areas dedicated 
to the interstate market were ‘ acceler¬ 
ated" by the advance payment program. 
While the Commission, as stated in the 
December 31, 1975, order found that the 
offshore portion -of the program was 
beneficial in several respects, it certainly 
was well within the bounds of reason for 
the Commission to find that the evidence 
resulting from the investigation of the 
offshore portion of the program, espe¬ 
cially that cited by Arco as set forth 
above, was not sufficient to “meet the 
test laid down by the Court of Appeals 
for these proceedings” (mimeo, p. 9). 
This finding as well as the inherently 
speculative nature of the evidence ad¬ 
duced hi this proceeding, which must 
be evaluated in light of the vigorous 
standards of the Court of Appeals tests, 
supports the reasonableness and pro¬ 
priety of the Commission's basic conclu¬ 
sion with respect to the offshore portion 
of the advance payments program in 
the lower 48 states, as set forth in the 
December 31, 1975. order. 

In a related argument, Calpetco urges 
the Commission to either clarify, and if 
necessary, amend the December 31, 1975. 
order to permit rate base treatment of 
monies advanced under contracts ex¬ 
ecuted after the time and date of is¬ 
suance of the December 31, 1975, order 
If such monies were in the form of “pre¬ 
payments,” as opposed to “advance pay¬ 
ments." Calpetco defines “advance pay¬ 
ments” as monies advanced to producers 
for exploration and development, 
whereas “prepayments” are monies ad¬ 
vanced by a pipeline to a producer for 
proven reserves prior to the date de¬ 
liveries commence. Calpetco argues that 
rate base treatment for “prepayments” 
under new contracts must be allowed to, 
inter alia, allow interstate pipelines to 
compete with intrastate purchasers for 
onshore gas, especially that sold by small 
producers such as Calpetco. 

Calpetco’s definition of “prepayments" 
is indentical to the Commission’s defi¬ 
nition of advances for production, or 
proven reserves. Advances for produc- 


»Aa indicated in the December 31, 1975, 
order, because of the scope of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Jurisdiction over offshore production, 
the question of whether or not the offshore 
reserves would be dedicated to the interstate 
market would not be relevant. 
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tion, as well as for exploration and de¬ 
velopment, were clearly the subject of 
Orders 465 and 499, as well as the Com¬ 
mission’s investigation on remand from 
the Court of Appeals. Clearly the find¬ 
ings of the Court, in its Opinion, as well 
as those of this Commission in its De¬ 
cember 31, 1975, order were intended to, 
and did in fact cover advances for pro¬ 
duction which Calpetco terms “prepay¬ 
ments.” 

We do note, however, that rate base 
treatment will continue for prepayments 
as defined by the Uniform System of Ac¬ 
counts. These payments were permitted 
rate base treatment prior to the issuance 
of Order 410 in October 2, 1970, in 
Docket No. R-380* and have been con¬ 
sidered separately from advance pay¬ 
ments. Thus, the accounting and rate¬ 
making treatment accorded to prepay¬ 
ments, as defined in Account 165 below, 
remain unchanged by the Commission’s 
December 31, 1975, order: 

165 Prepayments 

A. This account shall Include payments for 
undelivered gas and other prepayments of 
rents, taxes, Insurance, interest and like dis¬ 
bursements made prior to the period to 
which they apply. Prepayments for gas are 
those amounts paid to a seller of gas under 
"take or pay” provisions of a gas purchase 
contract for a sale certified by the Commis¬ 
sion where future make-up of gas not taken 
In the current periods Is provided for by the 
contract, (emphasis added) 

B. As the periods covered by such prepay¬ 
ments expire, credit this account and charge 
the proper operating expense or other appro¬ 
priate account with the amount applicable 
to the period. 

C. This account shall be kept or sup¬ 
ported in such a manner as to disclose the 
amount of each class of prepayments. 

Mobil requests clarification of the con¬ 
dition in the December 31, 1975, order 
which prohibits addition of new tracts or 
prospects to Order No6. 465 and 499 ad¬ 
vance payments contracts in the lower 
48 states after the time and date of is¬ 
suance of the December 31,1975, order in 
this proceeding. Mobil is concerned that 
this condition might be construed to pro¬ 
hibit additional advances on unexplored 
lands covered by an advance payment 
contract. 

The Commission’s intent in attaching 
that condition to Order Nos. 465 and 499 
advances made in the low'er 48 states 
was to prohibit the addition of acreage 
or lands not already covered by the ad¬ 
vance payment contract to the contract 
after the time and date of the Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975, order. It was not intended 
to prohibit advances on acreage, land, 
prospects or tracts covered by the con¬ 
tract. 

Mobil and United argue that the Com¬ 
mission erred in prohibiting rate base 
treatment for advances made after De¬ 
cember 31, 1980, pursuant to advance 
payments contracts which are subject to 
Order Nos. 465 and 499. Mobil argues 
that such a “retroactive” change should 
not be imposed on pipelines who exe¬ 
cuted “lawfully documented agreements” 
with producers. Moreover, Mobil argues 
that certain pipelines may lose “first 


V * 44 FPC 1142 (1970). 
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call” rights on the gas covered by the 
contract if the contract calls for the 
pipeline to advance money after Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1980, and the pipeline, because of 
the prospect of no rate base treatment 
for such advance, declines to advance 
the money. United cpncurs with Mobil’s 
assertions and alleges further that al¬ 
though certain pipelines (such as 
United) opposed the advance payment 
program, they were compelled to make 
advances to compete with other inter¬ 
state pipelines for gas. United further 
argues that: there is no rational basis for 
the cutoff; the “open-ended” type con¬ 
tracts which would require advances to 
be made after December 31, 1980, were 
entered into by the pipelines to meet the 
requirement of the Commission Staff 
that advances be reasonably related to 
producer costs; and that advance pay¬ 
ments costs, like capital costs for utility 
plant, “must” be recovered. 

In contrast to these allegations that 
the December 31, 1975, order is unduly 
harsh in its impact on the pipelines, as 
well as on the producer industry, New 
York argues that the Commission should 
require all independent producers who 
have received advances from pipelines 
pursuant to Order Nos. 465 and 499 con¬ 
tracts in the lower 48 states, to repay 
with interest on any advance payments 
balances outstanding as of January 1, 
1976, as well as any advances made after 
that date pursuant to Order Nos. 465 and 
499 contracts in the lower 48 states. New 
York states that this is necessary to pre¬ 
vent, in effect, unjust enrichment of the 
producers through the advance payment 
program. 

The Commission’s December 31, 1975, 
order represents an attempt to terminate 
an ongoing program in such a manner so 
as to balance the interests of consumers 
with the interests of the pipelines and 
the producers. Consumers were protected 
from paying excessive costs related to a 
terminated program by the conditions 
relating to the 5 year cutoff and to the 
limitation with respect to addition of 
new lands to existing contracts. On the 
other hand, the Commission recognized 
that abrupt termination of the program 
in the lower 48 states might cause severe 
hardship to the pipelines. As to the pro¬ 
ducers, they may continue to receive ad¬ 
vances through December 31, 1980, and 
the Commission has recognized that al¬ 
ternate regulatory methods are avail¬ 
able to elicit necessary gas supplies. The 
Commission in issuing the December 31, 
1975, order correctly weighed the equities 
involved in ending the program in the 
lower 48 states and acted accordingly. In 
light of this, the suggestions of Mobil, 
United and New York discussed above 
will not be adopted. 

In a related matter, Mobil suggests 
that the Commission firmly reject the 
position taken by the Commission Staff 
in several pipeline rate cases that in or¬ 
der for advances under Order Nos. 465 
and 499 to be considered reasonable and 
appropriate for rate base treatment, 
they must be shown to be reasonably re¬ 
lated to costs Incurred by the producer 
'within 30 days of the date the pipeline 


makes the advance. Mobil argues that 30 
days is too short a period of time and 
does not comport with the practice of the 
industry. Mobil suggests use of a 1 year 
time period in lieu of Staff’s 30 day 
period. 

Based upon the record before the Com¬ 
mission in this investigation, there is 
insufficient evidence to indicate what 
period of time would be reasonable in 
all cases, or even in most cases, involv¬ 
ing this-issue. Accordingly, the time pe¬ 
riod for “reasonableness and appropri¬ 
ateness” of advance payments will con¬ 
tinue to be evaluated on a case by case 
basis. 

New York alleges that the Commission 
erred in not changing the rate treat¬ 
ment accorded advances made by a pipe¬ 
line where either the pipeline or pipe¬ 
line affiliate acquire a working interest 
as a result of an advance payment. Under 
Order Nos. 465 and 499, advances re¬ 
sulting in the acquisition of a working 
interest by a pipeline-affiliate would re¬ 
ceive rate base treatment and under Or¬ 
der No. 499, advances resulting in the 
acquisition of a working interest by the 
pipeline itself would also receive rate 
base treatment. Furthermore, under both 
orders, the pipeline or its affiliate, as 
applicable, were permitted to keep all 
revenues received as a result of the work¬ 
ing interest. New York argues that the 
Commission has failed to explain the 
continuation of this treatment of work¬ 
ing interests resulting from advance pay¬ 
ments, as required by the Court’s opin¬ 
ion. New York therefore urges the Com¬ 
mission to amend the December 31, 1975, 
order to credit the revenues received 
from such working interests to the pipe¬ 
line’s cost of service so as to reduce con¬ 
sumers’ costs related thereto. 

Further review of the record in this 
investigation, including the pleadings 
filed by New York herein, indicates that 
the December 31, 1975, order should be 
amended to provide for the crediting of 
revenues received from a working inter¬ 
est 7 acquired by a pipeline or a pipeline 
affiliate as a result of an advance pay¬ 
ment made by the pipeline; Provided, 
that , such revenues are received after 
the date of issuance of the instant order. 
The record evidence does not support 
continuation of the treatment prescribed 
in Order Nos. 465 and 499. However, it 
would be inequitable to require refunds 
of revenues received for past periods 
when the parties acted in good faith 
reliance upon the then existing rules. 
Accordingly, we shall amend our Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975, order to provide that any 
revenues received after February 27,1976, 
by a pipeline or its affiliate from a work¬ 
ing interest acquired as a result of an 
advance payment shall be credited to 
the cost of service, as would the benefits 
received from an economic interest,* con¬ 
sistent with the accounting treatment 
prescribed in Paragraph G of Account 
166 in Order No. 499 for advances sub- 


7 See page 6, footnote 4 of the December 31. 
1976, order for the definition of a working 
interest. 

•See December 31, 1975, order, mlmeo p- 
5, footnote 4. 
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ject to that order and Paragraph G of 
Order No. 465 for advances subject to 
that order. 

New York also urges that the Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975, order be amended to pro¬ 
vide for some form of refund to the con¬ 
sumer where a pipeline makes an ad¬ 
vance payment to its affiliated producer. 
New York argues that this type of trans¬ 
action is analogous to the situation dis¬ 
cussed above where a pipeline or its affil¬ 
iate acquire a working interest as a result 
of an advance payment, and therefore an 
appropriate refund to consumers should 
be ordered. 

New York’s argument 1s not persua¬ 
sive. To adopt New York’s position would 
be to treat pipeline affiliated producers 
differently from independent producers, 
contrary to Opinion No. 568.* It can be 
argued, as New York has successfully 
done in the U.S. Court of Appeals in 
this proceeding, that allowing a pipeline 
or its affiliate to retain the benefits of 
a working interest in a venture with an 
independent producer acquired as a re¬ 
sult of an advance payment is improper, 
and may in fact give some advantage to 
the pipeline affiliated producer, as com¬ 
pared with the independent producer in 
a more traditional advance payment ar¬ 
rangement. However, to require some 
sort of crediting to cost of service of 
benefits received from an advance pay¬ 
ment made to an affiliate would be dis¬ 
criminatory vis-a-vis independent pro¬ 
ducers receiving advances from pipelines. 

The effect of granting New York’s re¬ 
quest would be to, in effect, terminate 
the advance payment program insofar 
as it relates to rate base treatment for 
advances made by pipelines to their af¬ 
filiates. In view of the discriminatory 
aspects of this proposal, as discussed 
above, as well as the late juncture of 
the Commission’s investigation at which 
New York has raised this novel con¬ 
struction of the Court’s decision regard¬ 
ing treatment of advances resulting in 
working interests, and the fact that the 
program has now been terminated, New 
York’s proposal on this matter will not 
be adopted. 

Cities Service argues that there is an 
inconsistency between the cutoff of ad¬ 
dition of new prospects and tracts as of 
midnight December 31, 1975 whereas the 
cutoff regarding contracts is as of the 
time and date of issuance of the order. 
Cities argues that the cutoff for both 
should be as of midnight, December 31, 
1975. Cities notes that on December 31. 
1975, several onshore contracts were 
executed with producers which will yield 
an estimated 1 trillion cubic feet of gas 
for Cities feet system. Cities argues that 
the Commissions’ language referring to 
allowing th$ advance payment program 
in the lower 48 states to “expire by its 
own terms * • •” envinces an intent 
to permit rate base treatment for ad¬ 
vances made pursuant to contracts ex¬ 
ecuted up to midnight, December 31, 
1975, rather than cutting off the pro- 


•42 FPC 743, 752 (1969), reh. denied, 42 
FPC 1089. afj’d. City of Chicago v. F.P.C. 
458 P. 2d 731 (1971). 
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gram as of the time and date of the 
order. 

The intent of the December 31, 1975, 
order was to terminate the advance pro¬ 
gram as of the time and date of the or¬ 
der such that advances made pursuant 
to contracts executed after the time and 
date of the December 31, 1975, order 
w'ould be denied rate base treatment. 
Furthermore, it was the intent of that 
order to deny rate base treatment to 
advances made on prospects or tracts 
added to the contract after the time 
and date of the order. The purpose of 
these two provisions was to prevent a 
last minute execution of new contracts 
and contract amendments by parties af¬ 
ter such parties had read the Commis¬ 
sion’s order. As Cities correctly argues, 
the time for both provisions should be the 
same. Attached as Appendix A hereto 
is a copy of the December 31, 1975, or¬ 
der which was posted in the Commis¬ 
sion’s Office of Public Information at 
10:49 am., e.s.t. on December 31, 1975. 

In light of the above, Ordering Para¬ 
graph (C) of the December 31, 1975, or¬ 
der should be clarified and amended to 
read as follows: 

(C) Except as provided in Ordering 
Paragraph (B) above with respect to 
Alaskan advances, the advance payments 
program shall expire as of 10:49 a.m., 
e.s.t. on December 31, 1975, the time 
and date of this order such that rate 
base treatment shall not be permitted 
for advances made pursuant to contracts 
executed after the time and date of 
issuance of this order, Provided, further, 
That no rate base treatment will be 
accorded to advances under contracts 
subject to Order Nos. 465 and 499 in the 
prospects or tracts added to the advance 
payment contract on or after 10:49 a.m. 
lower 48 states which advances are for 
e.s.t. on December 31, 1975, the time and 
date of issuance of this order; and Pro¬ 
vided, further, That rate base treatment 
shall be denied for advances made under 
contracts under Order Nos. 465 and 499 
where such advances are made after 
December 31,1980. 

Alaskan Advances Subject to Order No. 

499 

Texas Eastern and Transwestern, Pan¬ 
handle and Trunkline, and Arco allege 
that the Commission erred in terminat¬ 
ing and ordering refunds with respect to 
the advance payment program in Alaska 
under Order No. 499. They argue that the 
Commission should amend the Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975, order to permit rate base 
treatment for advances made pursuant 
to contracts which are subject to Order 
No. 499 because, inter alia, the pipelines 
involved need the Alaskan gas to offset 
curtailments from domestic suppliers, 
and large amounts of capital are needed 
to develop Alaskan reserves. Arco argues 
that as a consequence of the Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975, order, one of the “interest 
payments” arrangements between Arco 
and Pacific Lighting Gas Development 
Company has been terminated and the 
Exxon-Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) 
“interest payments’* arrangement will 
probably be reconsidered by the Cali- 
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fomia Public Utilities Commission 
(CPUC). 

Arco also alleges that the Commission’s 
decision to terminate and order refunds 
with respect to the Alaskan advance pay¬ 
ment program under Order No. 499 was 
not based upon a reasoned analysis of the 
evidence submitted in the Commission’s 
investigation and therefore is not con¬ 
sistent with the Court’s decision. They 
state that Appendix B. Schedules I and 
II, show that of the 9,361.600,000 Mcf of 
proven reserves attributable to Alaskan 
advances, 6,030,800,000 Mcf or 64.42% 
were “accelerated by advances”; 3.300,- 
000,000 Mcf or 32.25% were developed be¬ 
cause advance payments offset insuffi¬ 
cient amounts of capital resources on the 
part of the producers; and that the re¬ 
maining 30,800,000 Mcf or .33% of the 
proven reserves would not have been de¬ 
veloped absent the advances because of 
low gas prices, marginal wrell productivity 
and the high risks associated with the 
project. Thus, Arco states that “Staff’s 
own analysis” indicates that the Alaskan 
advance payment program either “ac¬ 
celerated or wqs a vital and necessary 
factor in securing dedication to the inter¬ 
state market of 100% of the reported 
Alaskan proved reserves.” 

Furthermore, Arco states that the 
Commission cannot use the argument 
that all, or almost all, of the Alaskan gas 
will go to the interstate market even 
without advances because the aforemen¬ 
tioned evidence shows that approxi¬ 
mately 36% of the proven reserves would 
not have been developed absent advance 
payments. 

Arco also challenges the Commission 
statement that the recipients of Alaskan 
advances under Order No. 499, specifi¬ 
cally Exxon and Arco, have already dem¬ 
onstrated their ability to raise capital 
on their owm by the fact that both of the 
recipients have entered into “interest 
payments” arrangements whereby they 
would not receive advance payments, but 
would raise the capital on their own, and 
charge the respective future purchasers 
the interest on such capital in return for 
gas to be delivered at a future date. Arco 
alleges that in its “interest payment” 
agreement with PLGD it had to sell a 
“portion of its own assets in the form of 
a production payment to supply the 
funds wiiich PLGD could not provide.” 

New York has responded to these 
arguments stating that the evidence 
averted to by Arco is based upon a com¬ 
pilation of producer responses which are 
self-serving and must be looked upon as 
establishing the “outer limits of the 
claims for the program which upon any 
detailed analysis would obviously be sub¬ 
stantially reduced.” New York states 
(pleadings, pp. 1-2, footnote 1) that a 
comparison of Schedule VT, page I of 
Appendix C with Schedule I of Appendix 
B (which is cited by Arco) indicates that 
a majority (6,000,000,000 Mcf) of the 
6,030,800,000 Mcf of Alaskan proven re¬ 
serves said to be accelerated by the Alas¬ 
kan advance payment program are re¬ 
lated to a $175,000,000 advance made by 
Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Columbia) to Sohio Petroleum Company 
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(Sohio) for casinghead gas in Frudhoe 
Bay being developed in conjunction with 
exploration for oil. There is no indica¬ 
tion, New York continues, that Sohio 
could or would delay deliveries of this 
gas absent advance payments when the 
gas pipeline is finally constructed. 

The arguments of Arco, Texas Eastern 
and Transwestern, and Panhandle and 
Trunkline are not persuasive. As New 
York points out, the claim that over 6 
million Mcf of proven reserves have been 
should be viewed in a skeptical manner. 
Moreover, we note that the number of 
Alaskan respondents is much less than 
the number for the onshore and offshore 
areas in the lower 48 states. Moreover, 
the Commission remains convinced that, 
in any event, it is not in the public in¬ 
terest to allow certain pipelines and dis¬ 
tributors to tie up Alaskan reserves to 
the exclusion of others. Furthermore, as 
indicated in the December 31, 1975, or¬ 
der, all of the Alaskan contracts have 
“escape clauses” which protect the par¬ 
ties to the contracts from adverse finan¬ 
cial consequences. In light of the above, 
no change will be made in the December 
31, 1975, order regarding Alaskan ad¬ 
vances. 

Panhandle and Trunkline argue that 
the Commission is without legal author¬ 
ity to order Panhandle to remove Alas¬ 
kan advances from its rate base because 
the Alaskan advance included in Pan¬ 
handle's rates complies with Order No. 
499 and the provisions of Panhandle's 
settlement agreement approved by order 
issued August 30, 1974, in Docket No. 
RP73-108 which permitted tracking of 
advance payments. Panhandle argues 
that Article V of the settlement agree¬ 
ment In Docket No. RP73-108 requires a 
hearing prior to removing an advance 
from Panhandle’s rate base. Panhandle 
thus argues that the $16.4 million ad¬ 
vance payment to Arco which was per¬ 
mitted to be included in Panhandles 
rate base by order issued July 31, 
1975, in Docket No. RP73-108 cannot 
simply be removed from rate base be¬ 
cause (1) an order on rehearing was is¬ 
sued October 9, 1975, in Docket No. RP 
73-108 conditioning final approval of the 
advance on the outcome of the investi¬ 
gation in Docket Nos. 8-411 and RM74-4 
and (2) the December 31, 1975, order re¬ 
quires removal from rate base and re¬ 
funds related to all Older No. 499 Alas¬ 
kan advances. Panhandle states that it is 
entitled to a hearing under the govern¬ 
ing settlement agreement prior to the re¬ 
moval of the advance from rate base to 
assure Panhandle due process of law. 

Panhandle’s allegations are not con¬ 
vincing. Panhandle s authority to include 
Alaskan advances in its rate base under 
contracts executed on or after December 
28. 1973, came primarily from Order No. 
499, which has never become final and 
non-appealable because of the Court's 
opinion remanding that order (as well as 
Order No. 465) to the Commission for 
further investigation. The Commission 
found that the Alaskan portion of the 
program under Order No. 499 did not 
meet the Court’s test and ordered termi¬ 
nation of rate base treatment and re¬ 
funds related to all Alaskan advances 
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made under Order No 499, including 
those made by Panhandle. Panhandle 
was afforded due process in that it was 
given notice in the Notice of Oral Argu¬ 
ment issued September 16, 1975, which 
indicated that the Commission was con¬ 
sidering, inter alia, refunds by pipeline 
to their customers of amounts collected 
related to all Orders Nos. 465 and 499 ad¬ 
vances, including Alaskan advances un¬ 
der Order No. 499. Panhandle was repre¬ 
sented by counsel at the oral argument 
which was held before the Commission 
on Thursday, October 23,1975. 10 Further¬ 
more, Panhandle filed comments as a re¬ 
spondent in the overall investigation. 
Therefore, Panhandle has been accorded 
due process with respect to its Alaskan 
advances and its request for rehearing 
will therefore be denied. 

Finally, Arco argues that the Commis¬ 
sion erred in ordering refunds of 
amounts collected relating to Order No. 
499 Alaskan advances. Arco states that 
the Commission action represents retro¬ 
active ra temaking contrary to F.P.C. v. 
Hope Natural Gas Company , 320 U.S. 
591, 618 (1944) and contrary to United 
Gas Improvement Co. v. Callery Proper¬ 
ties, Inc., 382 U.S. 233 (1965). Even if the 
Commission had the authority to order 
refunds, Arco argues that the Commis¬ 
sion did not act in an equitable manner, 
as required by F.P.C. v. Sum ay, et ah, 
391 U.S. 9, 41-42 (1968). 

The Commission does not concur with 
Arco’s allegations. The Commission 
stated in the December 31, 1975, order: 

We agree with New York and Louisiana 
Land that the appropriate test for deciding 
whether or not to order refunds is a bal¬ 
ancing of the equities, rather than a per se 
legal test. 1 * However, based upon a review of 
the equities, we do not find that refunds 
from either the pipelines or the producers 
would be in the pubUc interest. First of all, 
as we noted above, there was evidence filed 
which shows that the program was in part 
a success, as for some of the offshore ad¬ 
vances, as well as a higher proportion of the 
onshore advances. Moreover, ordering the 
pipelines to make refunds would impose a 
tremendous financial hardship on the pipe¬ 
lines because there Is no guarantee whatso¬ 
ever that the pipelines would be reimbursed 
by the producers for the carrying charges the 
pipelines would have to refund to their cus¬ 
tomers. Furthermore, we note that the U.S. 
Court of Appeals turned down the suggestion 
of the New York Commission that rate base 
treatment for advance payments be termi¬ 
nated and permitted the advance payment 
program to remain In effect pending the 
Commission’s investigation of the program 
on remand. For aU of the aforestated reasons, 
we find that using the Consumers* test, the 
equities weigh against requiring refunds of 
carrying charges related to advances made 
under Orders 465 and 499. 

Upon review of the December 31, 1975, 
order, as well as the cases and argu¬ 
ments, set forth by Arco, it has been 
determined that the Commission cor¬ 
rectly balanced the equities In ordering 
refunds for Alaskan advances, while not 
ordering refunds for lower 48 states 
advances. 


*See Transcript of Oral Agreement, Vol¬ 
ume No. 1 (Part 1 of 2), pp. 72-98. 

»8ee: Consumer Federation v. F.P.C., 615 
F. 2d 347 (CADC 1975). 


The Commission finds: (1) Good cause 
exists to amend the December 31, 1975. 
order as hereinafter provided, and to 
deny the applications for rehearing filed 
herein to the extent not specifically 
granted by this order. 

(2) Participation by Calpetco in this 
proceeding may be in the public interest. 

The Commission orders: (A) Ordering 
Paragraph (C) of the Commission’s De¬ 
cember 31,1975, are in Docket Nos. R-411 
is amended to read as follows: 

(C) Except as provided in Ordering 
Paragraph (B) above with respect t-o 
Alaskan advances, the advance payments 
program shall expire as of 10:49 a.m . 
e.s.t. on December 31, 1975, the time and 
date of this order such that rate base 
treatment shall not be permitted for 
advances made pursuant to contracts 
executed after the time and date of is¬ 
suance of this order. Provided, further. 
That no rate base treatment will be ac¬ 
corded to advances under contracts 
subject to Order Nos. 465 and 499 in the 
lower 48 states which advances are for 
prospects or tracts added to the advance 
payment contract on or after 10:49 a.m. 
e.s.t. on December 31,1975, the time and 
date of issuance of this order: and Pro - 
rdded, further , That rate base treatment 
shall be denied for advances made under 
contracts under Order Nos. 465 and 499 
where such advances are made after De¬ 
cember 31,1980. 

(B) The December 31 t 1975, order is 
further amended to provide for the ad¬ 
dition of the following ordering 
paragraph: 

(E) Any revenues received after Feb¬ 
ruary 27,1976, by a pipeline or its affiliate 
from a working interest acquired as a re¬ 
sult of an advance payment shall be 
credited to the cost of service, as would 
the benefits received from an economic 
interest, as defined by footnote 4 of the 
December 31,1975, order issued in Docket 
Nos. R^-411 and RM74-4, consistent with 
the accounting treatment prescribed in 
Paragraph G of Account 166 in Order No. 
499 for advances subject to that order 
and Paragraph G of Order No. 465 for 
advances subject to that order. 

(C) The December 31, 1975, order is 
further amended to provide for the ad¬ 
dition of the following ordering 
paragraph: 

(F) Statement E—Working Capital, in 
paragraph (f) Description of Statements. 
of § 154.63 in part 154, Rates Schedules 
and Tariffs, Subchapter E— Regulations 
Under the Natural Gas Act, Chapter I. 
Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions is amended by revising the date fol¬ 
lowing the words "prior to” in item (b) 
in the first sentence of the second para¬ 
graph from "January 1, 1976,” to "10:49 
AM., e.s.t. on December 3L, 1975.” As 
amended, this portion of Statement E 
reads: 

§151.63 Changes in a tariff, executed 
service agreement or part thereof. 

• • • • * 

(f) Description of Statements. * * 

Statement E—Working Capital. 0 • * 

The components or working capital may 
Include (a) * • • <b) an allowance for 

the average of 13 monthly balances of ma¬ 
terial and supplies, prepayments, the unre- 
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covered portion of advances to supplies in Ac¬ 
count made under contracts executed prior 
to 10:49 A.M. E.S.T. on December 31, 1975, 
and gas for current delivery from under¬ 
ground storage. • • • 

• • * * * 

(D) To the extent not granted in Or¬ 
dering Paragraphs (A) and (B) above, 
the applications for rehearing of our De¬ 
cember 31,1975, orders are hereby denied. 

(E) The above-named petitioner, is 
permitted to intervene in this proceeding 
as hereinbefore discussed, subject to the 
Rules and Regulations of the Commis¬ 
sion; Provided , hoioever, That the par¬ 
ticipation of such intervenor shall be lim¬ 
ited to matters affecting asserted rights 
and interests specifically set forth in the 
petition to intervene; Provided, further , 
That the admission of such intervenor 
shall not be construed as recognition by 
the Commission that he might be ag¬ 
grieved because of any order or orders is¬ 
sued by the Commission in this 
proceeding. 

(F) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. Commissioner 
Watt, concurring in part and dissenting 
in part, filed a separate statement, as a 
part of the original document. 

Tseal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.76-6892 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


Title 20—Employees, Benefits 

CHAPTER III—SOCIAL SECURITY ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

[Reg. No. 10] 

PART 410—FEDERAL COAL MINE HEALTH 
AND SAFETY ACT OF 1969, TITLE IV— 
BLACK LUNG BENEFITS (1969.) 

Representation of Parties, Time Limit for 
Petitioning for Approval of Attorney Fees 

On November 5, 1975, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (40 FR 
51475) a Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
with proposed amendments to Subpart F, 
Regulations No. 10. The proposed amend¬ 
ments would provide: (1) for adminis¬ 
trative review of initial approvals of at¬ 
torney fees subsequent to the expira¬ 
tion of the time limitation for request¬ 
ing such review, and (2) for the estab¬ 
lishment of a time limitation on*filing 
of petitions for approval of fees when 
past-due benefits are being withheld. 
These amendments will make treatment 
of attorneys* fees in “black lung*' claims 
consistent with treatment of attorneys* 
fees in social security claims. 

The present regulations preclude any 
administrative review of a fee determi¬ 
nation upon failure on the part of either 
the representative or the claimant to re¬ 
quest such review within the prescribed 
30-day time limit under any circum¬ 
stances. The proposed amendment makes 
this provision more flexible and per¬ 
mits review upon showing of good cause 
for not filing the request timely. Exam¬ 
ples of what constitutes “good cause** are 
also included. 


The present regulations do not pro¬ 
vide a time limitation for filing a peti¬ 
tion for approval of a fee so that, tech¬ 
nically, a portion of past-due benefits 
must be withheld indefinitely. The pro¬ 
posed amendment remedies this by pro¬ 
viding that, if a petition is not filed 
within 60 days of the notice of a favor¬ 
able determination, the attorney repre¬ 
senting the claimant will be notified that, 
if he does not file a petition or a request 
for extension of time within 20 days of 
the date of such notice, the funds being 
withheld will be released to the claimant. 
If no such petition is filed upon the 
expiration of the 20-day period or the 
period for which an extension of time 
was granted, the Social Security Admin¬ 
istration may release the funds. 

Interested parties were given the op¬ 
portunity to submit, within 30 days, any 
data, views, or arguments with regard 
to the proposed changes. The comment 
period has expired and no comments 
were received. The changes in the regu¬ 
lations are made to correct typographical 
errors and omissions which occurred in 
their printing on November 5, 1975. 

Accordingly, the proposed amendments 
are hereby adopted as set forth below. 

(Secs. 411(a), 413(b), 426(a). and 608 of the 
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety Act of 
1969, as amended, 83 Stat. 793, as amended; 
83 Stat. 794, as amended, 83 Stat. 798; 83 
Stat. 803 , 30 U.S.C. 921(a), 923(b), 936(a), 
and 957) 

Effective date: The amendments shall 
be effective March 11,1976. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.806, Special Benefits for Disabled 
Coal Miners) 

Dated: February 17,1976. 

J. B. Cardwell. 

Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: March 5,11*76. 

Marjorie Lynch, 

Acting Secretary of Health, 
Education , and Welfare. 

Part 410 of Chapter III of Title 20 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as follows: 

1. Section 410.686b is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (e) to read as follows: 

§ 410.686b Fee for services performed 
for an individual before the Social 
Security Administration. 

• • • • • 

(e) Administrative review of fee de¬ 
termination. (1) Request timely filed. 
Administrative review of a fee determi¬ 
nation will be granted if either the rep¬ 
resentative or the claimant files a writ¬ 
ten request for such review at an office 
of the Social Security Administration 
within 30 days after the date of the 
notice of the fee determination. The 
party requesting the review shall send a 
copy of the request to the other party. 
An authorized official of the Social Se¬ 
curity Administration who did not par¬ 
ticipate in the fee determination in 
question will review the determination. 
Written notice of the decision made on 
the administrative review shall be mailed 


to the representative and the claimant 
at their last known addresses. 

(2) Request not timely filed. Where 
the representative or the claimant files 
a request for administrative review, in 
accordance with paragraph (e) (1) of this 
subsection, but files such request more 
than 30 days after the date of the notice 
of the fee determination, the person 
making the request shall state in writing 
the reasons why it was not filed within 
the 30-day period. The Social Security 
Administration will grant the review only 
if it determines that there was good 
cause for not filing the request timely. 
For purposes of this section, “good 
cause’* is defined as any circumstance or 
event which would prevent the repre- 
sentive or the claimant from filing the 
request for review within such 30-day 
period or would impede his efforts to do 
so. Examples of such circumstances in¬ 
clude the following: 

(i) The representative or claimant was 
seriously ill or had a physical or mental 
impairment and such illness prevented 
him from contacting the Social Security 
Administration in person or in writing; 

(ii) There was a death or serious ill¬ 
ness in the individual’s family; 

(iii) Pertinent records were destroyed 
by fire or other accidental cause; 

(iv) The representative or claimant 
was furnished incorrect or incomplete in¬ 
formation by the Social Security Admin¬ 
istration about his right to request re¬ 
view; 

(v) The individual failed to receive 
timely notice of the fee determination; 

(vi) The individual transmitted the re¬ 
quest to another government agency in 
good faith within such 30-day period and 
the request did not reach the Social Se¬ 
curity Administration until after such 
period had expired. 

2. Section 410.686c is amended by add¬ 
ing paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

£ 410.686c Petition for approval of fee. 
• • • • • 

(c) Time limit for filing petition for 
approval of attorney fee. In order for an 
attorney to receive direct payment of a 
fee authorized by the Social Security Ad¬ 
ministration from a claimant’s past-due 
benefits (see § 410.686d(b)), the petition 
for approval of a fee, or written notice of 
the intent to file a petition, should be 
filed with the Social Security Adminis¬ 
tration within 60 days of the date the no¬ 
tice of the determination favorable to the 
claimant is mailed. Where no such peti¬ 
tion is filed within 60 days after the date 
such notice is mailed, written notice shall 
be sent to the attorney and the claimant, 
at their last known addresses, that the 
Social Security Administration will cer¬ 
tify for payment to the claimant all the 
past-due benefits unless the attorney files 
within 20 days from the date of such no¬ 
tice a written petition for approval of a 
fee pursuant to paragraphs (a) and (b) 
of this section, or a written request for 
an extension of time. The attorney shall 
send to the claimant a copy of any re¬ 
quest for an extension of time. Where 
the petition is not filed within this time, 
or by the last day of any extension ap¬ 
proved, the Social Security Administra- 
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tion may certify the funds for payment 
to the claimant. Any fee charged there¬ 
after remains subject to Social Security 
Administration approval but collection of 
any such approved fee shall be a matter 
between the attorney and his client 
3. Section 4l0.686d is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (b) (1) and adding new 
paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

g 410.686d Payment of fees. 


(b) Fees authorized by the Social Se¬ 
curity Administration. 

(1) Attorneys . Except as provided In 
$ 410.686c(c), in any case where the So¬ 
cial Security Administration makes a de¬ 
termination favorable to a claimant who 
was represented by an attorney as de¬ 
fined In § 410.685(a) in a proceeding be¬ 
fore the Social Security Administration 
and as a result of such determination 
past-due benefits, as defined in 8 410.686b 
(c>, are payable, the Social Security Ad¬ 
ministration shall certify for payment to 
the attorney, out of such benefits, which¬ 
ever of the following is the smallest: 

(i) Twenty-five percent of the total of 
such past-due benefits; 

<ii) The amount of attorneys fee set 
by the Social Security Administration, or 
(iii) The amount agreed upon between 
the attorney and the claimant. 


(c) Responsibility of the Social Se¬ 
curity Administration. The Social Secu¬ 
rity Administration assumes no responsi¬ 
bility for the payment of a fee based on 
a revised determination where the re¬ 
quest for administrative review was not 
filed timely. (See paragraph Cb) of this 
section for payment of attorney fees au¬ 
thorized by the Social Security Adminis¬ 
tration.) 

IFR Dr»c .76-6971 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER E—ANIMAL DRUGS, FEEDS. AND 
RELATED PRODUCTS 

PART 522—IMPLANTATION OR INJECT¬ 
ABLE DOSAGE FORM NEW ANIMAL 
DRUGS NOT SUBJECT TO CERTIFICA¬ 
TION 

Furosemide Injection 

The Pood and Drug Administration is 
amending the new animal drug regula¬ 
tion (21 CFR 522.1010) to state the 
proper dosages of furosemide injection 
for use in horses and cattle, effective 
March 11. 1976. In this regulation pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975 (40 FR 60051), the dosages 
of the drug were incorrectly reflected. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(i>, 82 
Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b(i))) and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
(21 CFR 2.120), Part 522 is amended in 


S 522.1010 by revising paragraph (c) to 
read as follows: 

g 522.1010 Furosemide injection. 

• • • + • 

(c) Conditions of use —(1) Dogs and 
cats, (i) It is used for the treatment of 
edema (pulmonary congestion, ascites) 
associated with cardiac insufficiency and 
acute noninflammatory tissue edema. 

(ii) The drug is administered intra¬ 
muscularly or intravenously at a dosage 
of 12.5 to 25 milligrams per 10 pounds 
of body weight; once or twice daily after 
a 6- to 8-hour interval. The lower dosage 
is suggested for cats. The dosage should 
be adjusted to the individual animal’s 
response. In refractory or severe edema¬ 
tous cases, the dosage may be doubled or 
increased by increments of 1 milligram 
per pound of body weight to establish the 
effective dose. The established effective 
dose should be administered once or 
twice daily on an Intermittent daily 
schedule. Diuretic therapy should be dis¬ 
continued after reduction of edema, or 
when necessary, maintained after deter¬ 
mining a programmed dosage schedule 
to prevent recurrence. 

(2) Horses, (i) It is used for the treat¬ 
ment of edema (pulmonary congestion, 
ascites) associated with cardiac insuf¬ 
ficiency and acute noninflammatory 
tissue edema. 

<li) The drug is administered intra¬ 
muscularly or intravenously at a dosage 
of 250 to 500 milligrams per animal once 
or twice daily at 6- to 8-hour intervals 
until desired results are achieved. 

(iii) Do not use in horses intended for 
food. 

(3) Cattle, (i) It is used for the treat¬ 
ment of physiological parturient edema 
of the mammary gland and associated 
structures. 

(ii) The drug is administered intra¬ 
muscularly or intravenously at a dosage 
of 500 milligrams per animal once daily 
or 250 milligrams per animal twice daily 
at 12-hour intervals, treatment not to 
exceed 48 hours postparturition. 

(iii) Milk taken during treatment and 
for 48 hours (four milkings) after the 
last treatment must not be used for food. 

(lv) Cattle must not be slaughtered 
for food within 48 hours following last 
treatment. 

(4) The drug if given in excessive 
amounts may result in dehydration and 
electrolyte Imbalance. 

(5) Federal law restricts this drug to 
use by or on the order of a licensed 
veterinarian. 

Effective date. Tills amendment .shall 
become effective March 11, 1976. 

(Sec. 612(1). 82 Stat. 347 (21 USC. 360b 
(i))) 

Dated: March 5, 1976. 

C. D. Van Houweling, 
Director, 

Bureau of Veterinary Medicine. 

]FR Doc.76-6901 Filed 3 10-76:8:45 am] 


PART 558—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
USE IN ANIMAL FEEDS 

Vlrginiamycln; Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-1755 published In the 
Federal Register of January 21, 1976 
(41 FR 3079), the use of the term “feed 
products” is incorrect. The term should 
read “feed supplements.” This document 
corrects the regulations to insert the 
term “feed supplements,” effective 
March 11. 1976. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(i), 82 
Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b(i)), and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
(21 CFR 2.120), S 558.635 Virginiamycin 
is corrected in paragraph (e) (3) by 
changing “feed product” to read “feed 
supplements.” 

Dated: March 5, 1976. 

C. D. Van Houweling, 
Director , 

Bureau of Veterinary Medicine. 

| FR Doc.76-6902 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 


(FAP4H6053/T10; FRL 602-4) 

PART 561—TOLERANCES FOR PESTI¬ 
CIDES IN ANIMAL FEEDS ADMINIS¬ 
TERED BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL PRO 
TECTION AGENCY 

2-Ethoxy-2,3-dihydro-3,3-dimethy!-5- 
Bertzofuranyl Methanesulfonate 

On February 11, 1975. the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) an¬ 
nounced (40 FR 6325) that, in response 
to a petition (FAP 4H5053) submitted by 
Fisons Corp., Agricultural Chemicals 
Div., Two Preston Court, Bedford MA 
01730, a food additive regulation had 
been established to permit the experi¬ 
mental use of the herbicide 2-ethoxy-2,3- 
dimethyl - 5 - benzofuranyl methanesul¬ 
fonate on growing sugar beets with a tol¬ 
erance of 0.5 part per million (ppm) for 
residues of the herbicide and its metab¬ 
olites 2-hydroxy - 2,3 - dihydro - 3,3 - di¬ 
methyl - 5-benzofuranyl methanesulfo- 
xiate and 2,3-dihydro-3,3-dimethyl-2- 
oxo - 5-benzofuranyl methanesulfonate 
(both calculated as the parent com¬ 
pound) in sugar beet molasses, in ac¬ 
cordance with a temporary permit that 
was issued concurrently under the Fed¬ 
eral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Roden- 
tlcide Act (FIFRA). Fisons Corp. has 
subsequently requested a two month ex¬ 
tension of this tolerance, which expired 
February 4,1976. 

The scientific data provided in the pe¬ 
tition and other relevant material have 
been evaluated. Residues of the herbi¬ 
cide will result in sugar beet molasses 
from the uses as provided for by the tem¬ 
porary permit issued under FIFRA. and 
it has been determined, therefore, that 
the extension of the tolerance requested 
by the petitioner will protect the public 
health, and that 21 CFR 561.235 should 
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be amended by extending the expiration 
date of the tolerance as requested. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may. on or before April 12. 
1976, file written objections with the 
Hearing Clerk. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency, Room 1019, East Tower, 401 
M St. SW. Washington DC 20460. Such 
objections should be submitted in quin- 
tupticate and should specify both the 
provisions of the regulation deemed to be 
objectionable and the grounds for the 
objections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the 
objections are supported by grounds le¬ 
gally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. 

Effective on March 11, 1976. 

Dated: March 5, 1976. 

Edwin L. Johnson. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator 
lor Pesticide Programs. 

Authority: Section 409(c) (1) and (4) of 
the Federal Pood. Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 346(c) (1) and (4) J. 

Section 561.235 is revised by extending 
the expiration date of the tolerance of 
0.5 part per million in sugar beet molas¬ 
ses to April 4, 1976. as follows: 

§561.235 2><*ll»oxy-2,3 - dihydro - 3,3- 

ilimetliyl-5-bctt7.ofuranyl mellianeMil- 
fonnte. 

A tolerance of 0.5 part per million is 
established for combined residues of the 
herbicide 2-ethoxy-2.3-dihydro-3.3-di- 
methyl-5-benzofuranyl methanesulfo- 
nate and its metabolites 2-hydroxy-2,3- 
dihydro-3.3-dimethyl - 5 - benzofuranyl 
methanesulfonate and 2,3-dihydro-3.3- 
dimethyl-2-oxo-5-benzofuranyl meth¬ 
anesulfonate (both calculated as the par¬ 
ent compound) in sugar beet molasses. 
Such residues may be present therein 
only as a result of application of the 
herbicide in accordance with the tem¬ 
porary permit which expires April 4, 
1976. Residues not in excess of this toler¬ 
ance remaining after expiration of this 
temporary permit will not be considered 
actionable if the herbicide has been 
legally applied during the term of and 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
temporary permit and feed additive 
tolerance. . 

f PR Doc.76-7024 Piled 3-10-70:8:45 am I 


SUBCHAPTER F—BIOLOGICS 

[Docket No. 75N-0181J 

amendments to clarify and update 

CERTAIN REGULATIONS 

The Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) is conducting a review of the ex¬ 
isting regulations governing biological 
products to assure that the criteria of 
safety, purity, potency, and efficacy es¬ 
tablished by the regulations are updated 
to remain consistent with the judgment 
of the scientific community. Incidental 
to the review, the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs finds that a number of non¬ 
substantive amendments should be made 
to update and clarify certain regulations, 
effective March 11 , 1976. 


A discussion of the amendments fol¬ 
lows: 

1. Paragraph rt» of § 600.11 Physical 
establishment , equipment, animals, and 
care (21 CFR 600.11(b)) requires that 
all surfaces that come in contact with 
products shall be clean and free of ex¬ 
traneous material. The Director, Bureau 
of Biologies, Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion. considers “extraneous material*’ to 
be surface solids, leachable contami¬ 
nants, and other materials that will 
hasten deterioration of the product or 
otherwise render it less suitable for the 
intended use. This wording is used in 
paragraph (h) of § 600.11, which refers 
to clean r iness of final containers and 
closures. Because it affords manufac¬ 
turers and the general public a better 
description of the standards of cleanli¬ 
ness that manufacturers are expected to 
maintain with regard to equipment used 
to produce biological products, the Com¬ 
missioner is amending § 600.1Kb) to de¬ 
lete “extraneous material*’ and substitute 
the wording used in 5 600.11(h). 

2. By an order published in the Fed¬ 

eral Register of August 1, 1974 (39 FR 
27795), certain biological products were 
deleted from § 610.53 Dating periods 
for specific products (21 CFR 610.53) 
because the licenses for these products 
had been revoked in response to the man¬ 
ufacturers* notices of intent to discon¬ 
tinue manufacture. However, a number 
of the products deleted from § 610.53 re¬ 
main listed under other sections in 21 
CFR Parts 600 and 610. Since licenses for 
the products have been revoked and the 
products are no longer being manufac¬ 
tured, nor are they intended for manu¬ 
facture in the foreseeable future, refer¬ 
ences to the products should be deleted. 
Accordingly, the Commissioner con¬ 
cludes that the following items should 
be deleted wherever they appear in 
§5 600.13, 610.12. 610.13, 610.20 and 

610.21 (21 CFR 600.13, 610.12, 610.13. 
610.20 and 610.21): Antihemophilic 
Plasma (Human). Anti-Hemophilus In¬ 
fluenza Type b Serum. Anti-Influenza 
Virus Serum for the Hemagglutination 
Inhibition Test. Dysentery Antitoxin 
(Shiga), Normal Human Plasma. Nor¬ 
mal Rabbit Serum. Scarlet Fever Strep¬ 
tococcus Antitoxin and Scarlet Fever 
Streptococcus Toxin. 

3. The sterility of most biological 
products must be demonstrated as pre¬ 
scribed in 5 610.12. Pursuant to 5 610.12 
(a), final container material not con¬ 
taining a mercurial preservative (non¬ 
mercurial material) must be tested in 
each of two media: Fluid Thioglycollate 
Medium and Soybean-Casein Digest 
Medium. Final container materials con¬ 
taining a mercurial preservative (mer¬ 
curial material) must be tested in Fluid 
Thioglycollate Medium at each of two 
incubation temperatures. If the non¬ 
mercurial material fails in either medi¬ 
um, or the mercurial material fails at 
either incubation temperature, up to two 
repeat tests are permitted to rule out the 
possibility that faulty test procedures are 
affecting the test results. These repeat 
tests, pursuant to 5 610.12(b), must re¬ 
peat the procedure for nonmercurial ma¬ 
terials In both media, even if the mate¬ 
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rial failed in only one medium. Likewise, 
the procedure for mercurial materials 
must be repeated at both incubation 
temperatures, even if the material 
failed at only one temperature. 

The Commissioner has learned that a 
number of manufacturers have misinter¬ 
preted the procedures for repeat testing 
and are repeating the test only in the 
medium or only at the incubation tem¬ 
perature that the material failed to pass. 
Therefore, the Commissioner is revising 
paragraph (b) of 5 610.12 to make clear 
that the repeat test must include both 
media or both incubation temperatures, 
according to whether the material con¬ 
tains a mercurial preservative. 

Also, the provisions of 5 610.12(d)(2). 
regarding final container test samples 
and volumes for final containers, require 
that tests be conducted on no less than 
20 final containers from each filling of 
each lot: the fillings are selected to rep¬ 
resent all stages of filling from the bulk 
vessel. If there are more than 2 filling 
machines, no less than 10 filled contain¬ 
ers shall be tested from each filling 
machine. It is the Commissioner’s inten¬ 
tion that the prescribed number of sam¬ 
ples be used for each test medium or for 
each incubation temperature, whichever 
is appropriate. However, the Commis¬ 
sioner has learned that a number of 
manufacturers have been dividing the 
prescribed number of samples into two 
groups, one group for each medium or 
incubation temperature. In view of this 
misinterpretation, the Commissioner is 
amending paragraph (d) (2) of § 610.12 
to indicate clearly the number and man¬ 
ner in which final container samples are 
to be used in repeat testing. 

4. The additional standards for Polio¬ 
virus Vaccine. Live, Oral (21 CFR Part 
630, Subpart B), currently require in 
5 630.17(e)(2) (21 CFR 630.17(e)(2)) 

that manufacturers of the product sub¬ 
mit a 500-milliliter bulk sample of each 
final monovalent pool to the Director. 
Bureau of Biologies, Food and Drug Ad¬ 
ministration. for testing. The additional 
sta ndard s for Mumps Virus Vaccine, Live 
(21 CFR Part 630, Subpart F), currently 
require in § 630.56(f) (2) (21 CFR 630.56 
(f) (2)) that manufacturers of the prod¬ 
uct submit for testing a total of no less 
than a 500-milliliter sample of the bulk 
vaccine. The additional standards for 
Me asles Virus Vaccine, Live, Attenuated 
(21 CFR Part 630. Subpart D» in § 630.- 
36(h)(2) (21 CFR 630.36(h)(2)) and 
Rubella Virus Vaccine. Live (21 CFR Part 
630, Subpart G) in 5 630.66(e)(2) (21 
CFR 630.66(e) (2)), require, in part, that 
for each lot of vaccine manufactured, 
samples consisting of a total of no less 
than 120 milliliters in 10-milILter vol¬ 
umes of preclariflcation bulk vaccine be 
submitted for testing. The'Commissioner 
has reviewed these provisions and finds 
that the volume of bulk sample required 
for submission to FDA exceeds that 
which is needed to test each product. He 
has determined that the present require¬ 
ments are wasteful, unnecessarily in¬ 
crease the cost to FDA in processing, 
storing, and disposing of samples, and 
impose an undue hardship on manufac¬ 
turers. Accordingly, the Commissioner 
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concludes that the volumes of bulk sam¬ 
ple required for submission for testing 
should be reduced. Therefore, paragraph 
(e) (2) of § 630.17 is being amended to 
reduce the amount of bulk sample to be 
submitted from 600 milliliters to 200 mil¬ 
liliters. Paragraph (f) (2) of § 630.56 is 
being amended to reduce the amount of 
bulk sample to be submitted from 500 
milliliters to a total of no less than two 
25-milliliter volumes. Sections 630.36(h) 
(2) and 630.66(e)(2), which are being 
redesignated as §§ 630.36(h) (1) (ii) and 
630.66(e) (1) (ii) respectively, are being 
amended to require a total of no less than 
two 25-milliliter volumes of sample, 
rather than 120 milliliters in 10-milliliter 
volumes as is presently required. 

5. Paragraph (f) of § 630.36 General 
requirements , for Measles Virus Vaccine, 
Live, Attenuated and paragraph (d) of 
§ 630.56 General requirements , for 
Mumps Virus Vaccine, Live, provide that 
these products may be dried immediately 
after completion of processing to final 
bulk material and stored in the dried 
state. The Director, Bureau of Biologies, 
Food and Drug Administration, has con¬ 
tacted by telephone all manufacturers of 
these products and learned that none 
store these products in the dried state 
before placement in final containers. 
Storage in dried bulk form would neces¬ 
sitate reconstituting and drying the 
product again before it could be com¬ 
pletely processed. All manufacturers 
agreed this would be both impractical 
and inefficient. Therefore, the Commis¬ 
sioner concludes that paragraph (f) of 
$ 630.36 and paragraph (d) of § 630.56 
are superfluous and should be deleted. 

6. The additional standards for Measles 
Virus Vaccine, Live, Attenuated, in § 630.- 
36(h)(2), and Rubella Virus Vaccine, 
Live, in § 630.66(e) (2) require, in part, 
that for each lot of vaccine manufac¬ 
tured, frozen samples consisting of no 
less than 100 milliliters in 10-milliliter 
volumes of postclarification bulk vaccine 
be submited to FDA for testing. Similar¬ 
ly, the additional standards for Measles- 
Smallpox Vaccine, Live, in $ 630.86(e) (2) 
require, in part, that for each lot of vac¬ 
cine manufactured, frozen samples con¬ 
sisting of no less than one 10-milliliter 
volume of postclarification bulk measles 
component be submitted to FDA for test¬ 
ing. These postclarification bulk vaccines 
are used by FDA for the neurovirulence 
safety test to confirm the absence of 
neurotropic properties of the seed strain 
of the virus used in the manufacture of 
the vaccine. The neurovirulence safety 
test, however, is conducted only when the 
manufacturer introduces a new produc¬ 
tion seed lot or reestablishes and recer¬ 
tifies the source of cell culture substrate 
(see 21 CFR 630.30(c)(4), 630.60(e)(3) 
and 630.80(c)) . The requirement that 
the sample be submited for each lot of 
vaccine produced is therefore unneces¬ 
sary and imposes an undue hardship on 
manufacturers. 

Accordingly, the Commissioner is re¬ 
vising and reorganizing §§ 630.36(h) (2), 
630.66(e)(2) and 630.86(e)(2) to indi¬ 
cate clearly that samples of postclariflca- 
tion bulk vaccine containing stabilizer 
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but no preservative or adjuvant taken 
from five consecutive lots of bulks vac¬ 
cine must be submitted only when a new 
production seed lot is introduced or when 
the source of cell culture substrate must 
be reestablished and recertified. 

Therefore, under the Public Health 
Service Act (sec. 351, 58 Stat. 702, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 262)) and the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act (secs. 4,10, 80 
Stat. 238, 243, as amended (5 U.S.C. 553, 
702 et seq.)), and under authority dele¬ 
gated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
2.120), Subchapter F of Title 21 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations Is amended 
as follows: 


PART 600—BIOLOGICAL PRODUCTS: 

GENERAL 

1. Part 600 is amended: 

a. In § 600.11 by revising paragraph 
(b) to read as follows: 

§ 600.1 1 Physical establishment, equip¬ 
ment, animals, and care. 

• • • • • 

< b) Equipment . Apparatus for steriliz¬ 
ing equipment and the method of opera¬ 
tion shall be such as to insure the de¬ 
struction of contaminating microorga¬ 
nisms. The effectiveness of the steriliza¬ 
tion procedure shall be no less than that 
achieved by an atained temperature of 
121.5° C maintained for 20 minutes by 
saturated steam or by an attained tem¬ 
perature of 170° C maintained for 2 hours 
with dry heat. Processing and storage 
containers, filters, filling apparatus, and 
other pieces of apparatus and accessory 
equipment, including pipes and tubing, 
shall be designed and constructed to per¬ 
mit thorough cleaning and, where pos¬ 
sible, inspection for cleanliness. All sur¬ 
faces that come in contact with prod¬ 
ucts shall be clean and free of surface 
solids, leachable contaminants, and other 
materials that will hasten the deteriora¬ 
tion of the product or otherwise render it 
less suitable for the intended use. For 
products for which sterility is a factor, 
equipment shall be sterile, unless sterility 
of the product is assured by subsequent 
procedures. 

• • • • * 

b. By revising § 600.13 to read as 
follows: 

§ 600.13 Retention samples. 

Manufacturers shall retain for a period 
of at least 6 months after the expiration 
date, unless a different time period is 
specified in additional standards, a quan¬ 
tity of representative material of each 
lot of each product, sufficient for exami¬ 
nation and testing for safety and potency, 
except Whole Blood (Human), Cryopre- 
cipitated Antihemophilic Factor (Hu¬ 
man), Platelet Concentrate (Human), 
Red Blood Cells (Human), Single Donor 
Plasma (Human), Source Plasma (Hu¬ 
man), and Allergenic Products prepared 
to physician’s prescription. Samples so 
retained shall be selected at random from 
either final container material, or from 
bulk and final containers, provided they 
include at least one final container as a 
final package, or package-equivalent of 


such filling of each lot of the product as 
intended for distribution. Such sample 
material shall be stored at temperatures 
and under conditions which will main¬ 
tain the identity and integrity of the 
product. Samples retained as required in 
this section shall be in addition to sam¬ 
ples of specific products required to be 
submitted to the Bureau of Biologies. Ex¬ 
ceptions may be authorized by the Direc¬ 
tor. Bureau of Biologies, when the lot 
yields relatively few final containers and 
when such lots are prepared by the same 
method In large number and in close 
succession. 


PART 610—GENERAL BIOLOGICAL 
PRODUCTS STANDARDS 

2. Part 610 is amended: 
a. In § 610.12 by revising paragraphs 
(b) f (d)(2) and (g)(7) to read as 
follows: 

§ 610.12 Sterility. 


(b) Repeat tests. If growth appears in 
any of the test media during testing of 
either bulk or final container material, 
the test may be repeated to rule out 
faulty test procedures as follows: 

(1) Repeat bulk test. The volume of in¬ 

oculum to be used for the repeat bulk test 
shall be as prescribed in paragraph <d) 
(1) of this section. The repeat test shall 
be performed using the procedure pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (a) (1) (i) of this 
section. » 

(2) First repeat final container test. 
The number of test samples and the vol¬ 
umes of product used for the first repeat 
test shall be as prescribed in paragraph 
(d)(2) of this section. For products that 
do not contain a mercurial preservative, 
the repeat test shall be performed, using 
both Fluid Thioglycollate Medium and 
Soybean-Casein Digest Medium, follow¬ 
ing the procedures prescribed in para¬ 
graphs (a)(l)(i) and (a)(2), respec¬ 
tively, of this section. If the product 
contains a mercurial preservative, the 
repeat test shall be performed using 
Fluid Thioglycollate Medium and the 
procedures prescribed in paragraph <a> 

(1) (i) and (ii) of this section. 

(3) Second repeat final container test 
If growth appears in any of the first 
repeat final container tests, all tests of 
the first repeat final container test shall 
be repeated, provided there was no evi¬ 
dence of growth in any test of the bulk 
material. The test samples used for the 
second repeat final container test shall 
be twice the number used for the first re¬ 
peat final container test. 


(d) • • * 

(2) Final containers. The sample used 
for each test medium or each incuba¬ 
tion temperature of a test medium for 
the final container and first repeat final 
container test shall be no less than 20 
final containers from each filling of each 
lot, selected to represent all stages of 
filling from the bulk vessel. If the amount 
of material in the final container is 1.0 
milliliter or less, the entire contents 
shall be tested. If the amount of ma- 
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terial in the final container is more than 
1.0 milliliter, the volume tested shall be 
the largest single dose recommended by 
the manufacturer or 1.0 milliliter, which¬ 
ever is larger, but no more than 10 milli¬ 
liters of material or the entire contents 
from a single final container need be 
tested. If more than 2 filling machines, 
each with either single or multiple filling 
stations, are used for filling one lot, no 
less than 10 filled containers shall be 
tested from each filling machine for each 
test medium or each incubation tempera¬ 
ture condition, but no more than 100 
containers of each lot need be tested. The 
items tested shall be representative of 
each filling assembly and shall be 
selected to represent all stages of the 
filling operation. (Note exceptions in 
paragraph (g) of this section.) 


(g) • • • 

(7) Samples—large volume of product 
in final containers. For Normal Serum 
Albumin (Human), Plasma Protein 
Fraction (Human), and Fibrinogen 
(Human) when the volume of product in 
the final container is 50 milliliters or 
more, the final containers selected as the 
test sample may contain less than the 
full volume of product in the final con¬ 
tainers at the filling from which the 
sample is taken: Provided, That the con¬ 
tainers and closures of the sample are 
identical with those used for the filling 
to which the test applies, and the sample 
represents all stages of that filling. 

• * • • • 

b. In § 610.13 by revising paragraph 
(a)(2), the introductory text of para¬ 
graph (b), and paragraph (b) (1) to read 
as follows: 

§610.13 Purity. 

• • • • • 

(a> • • * 

(2) Test results; standard to be met. 
The residual moisture and other volatile 
substances shall not exceed 1 percent 
except that, (i) they shall not exceed 

1.5 percent for BCG Vaccine; (ii) they 
shall not exceed 2 percent for Measles 
Virus Vaccine. Live, Attenuated; Mea¬ 
sles-Smallpox Vaccine, Live; Rubella 
Virus Vaccine, Live; and Antihemophilic 
Factor (Human); (ill) they shall not 
exceed 3 percent for Modified Plasma 
(Bovine); Thrombin; Fibrinogen; Strep¬ 
tokinase; and Streptokinase-Strepto- 
dornase; and (iv) they shall not exceed 

4.5 percent for Antibody to Hepatitis B 
Surface Antigen for the Reversed Passive 
Hemagglutination Test. 

(b) Test for pyrogenic substances . 
Each lot of any product intended for use 
by injection shall be tested for pyrogenic 
substances by intravenous injection into 
rabbits as provided in paragraph (b)(1) 
and (2) of this section: Provided, That 
notwitlistanding any other provision of 
Subchapter F of this chapter, the test 
for pyrogenic substances is not required 
for the following products: Products 
containing formed blood elements; Cry- 
oprecipitated Antihemophilic Factor 
<Human); Single Donor Plasma (Hu- 
n^an); Source Plasma (Human); Nor¬ 
mal Horse Serum; bacterial, viral, and 


rickettsial vaccines and antigens; tox¬ 
oids; toxins; allergenic extracts; venoms; 
diagnostic substances and trivalent 
organic arsenicals. 

(1) Test dose . The test dose for each 
rabbit shall be at least 3 milliliters per 
kilogram of body weight of the rabbit 
and also shall be at least equivalent pro¬ 
portionately, on a body weight basis, to 
the maximum single human dose recom¬ 
mended. but need not exceed 10 milliliters 
per kilogram of body weight of the rab¬ 
bit, except that: (i) Regardless of the 
human dose recommended, the test dose 
per kilogram of body weight of each rab¬ 
bit shall be at least 1 milliliter for im¬ 
mune globulins derived from human 
blood and at least 30 milligrams for Fi¬ 
brinogen (Human); (ii) for Streptoki¬ 
nase, Streptokinase-Streptodomase, Ag¬ 
gregated Radio-Iodinated (I m ) Albumin 
(Human). Radio-Chroma ted (Or il ) 
Serum Albumin (Human), Radio-Iodi¬ 
nated (I m ) Serum Albumin (Human), 
and Radio-Iodinated (I 1 * 1 ) Serum Al¬ 
bumin (Human), the test dose shall be 
at least equivalent proportionately, on a 
body weight basis, to the maximum 
single human dose recommended. 


c. In 8 610.20 by revising paragraph 
(a) to read as follows: 

§ 610.20 Standard preparations. 

• • • • • 

(a) Potency standards. Potency stand¬ 
ards shall be applied in testing for 
potency all forms of the following: 
Antibodies 

Botulism Antitoxin, Type A. 

Botulism Antitoxin, Type B. 

Botulism Antitoxin, Type E. 

Diphtheria Antitoxin. 

Histolytlcus Antitoxin. 

Oedematleiui Antitoxin. 

Perfringena Antitoxin. 

Antipertussis Serum. 

Antirabies Serum. 

Sordellll Antitoxin. 

Staph ylococcua Antitoxin. 

Tetanua Antitoxin. 

Vibrion Septlque Antitoxin. 

Antigen* 

Diphtheria Toxin for Schick Teet. 

Pertussin Vaccine. 

Tuberculin, Old. 

Tuberculin, Purified Protein Derivative. 
Typhoid Vaccine. 

Blood Derivative 

Thrombin. 


d. By revising § 610.21 to read m 
follows: 

§ 610.21 Limits of potency. 

The potency of the following products 
shall be not less than that set forth below 
and products dispensed in the dried state 
shall represent liquid products having 
the stated limitations. 

Antibodies 

Diphtheria Antitoxin, 500 units per milliliter. 
Tetanus Antitoxin. 400 units per milliliter. 
Tetanus Immune Globulin (Human), 50 
units of tetanus antitoxin per milliliter. 


Antigens 

Pertussis Vaccine, 12 units per total human 
immunizing dose. 

Typhoid Vaccine. 8 units per milliliter. 


PART 630—ADDITIONAL STANDARDS 
FOR VIRAL VACCINES 

3. Part 630 is amended: 

a. In § 630.17 by revising paragraph 

(e) (2) to read as follows: 

§ 630.17 General requirements. 

• • • • • 

(e) • • • 

(2) A 200-milliliter bulk sample of 
each final monovalent pool having a 
virus titer of no less than 10 T * 6 TCID M 
per milliliter, except that if the titer is 
greater, a correspondingly smaller vol¬ 
ume may be submitted. 

• • • • • 

b. In § 630.36 by deleting and reserv¬ 
ing paragraph (f) and revising para¬ 
graph (h) to read as follows: 

§ 630.36 General requirements. 

• • • • • 

(f) [Reserved) 

• • ♦ • • 

(h> Sample and protocols . The follow¬ 
ing materials shall be submitted to the 
Director, Bureau of Biologies, Food and 
Drug Administration. Bldg. 29A, 8800 
Rockville Pike, Bethesda, MD 20014: 

(1) For each lot of vaccine: 

(1) A protocol which consists of a 
summary of the history of the manufac¬ 
ture of the lot, including all results of 
each test for which test results are re¬ 
quested by the Director, Bureau of Bio¬ 
logies. 

(ii) A total of no less than two 25- 
milliliter volumes in a frozen state 
(—60* C) of preclarification bulk vac¬ 
cine containing no preservative or 
adjuvant. 

(ill) A total of no less than 30 con¬ 
tainers of the vaccine from each filling 
of each bulk lot of single-dose containers. 
A total of no less than six 50-dose con¬ 
tainers or ten 10-dose containers of the 
vaccine from each filling of each bulk lot 
of multiple-dose containers. 

(2) In addition to the requirements of 
paragraph (h) (1) of this section, when¬ 
ever a new production seed lot is intro¬ 
duced. or whenever the source of cell cul¬ 
ture substrate must be reestablished and 
recertified, samples consisting of no less 
than 100 milliliters in 10 milliliter vol¬ 
umes, in a frozen state (—60° C). of post- 
clarification bulk vaccine containing sta¬ 
bilizer but no preservative or adjuvant, 
taken from each of 5 consecutive lots of 
the bulk vaccine. 

c. In 5 630.56 by deleting and reserving 
paragraph (d) and revising paragraph 

(f) (2) to read as follows: 

§ 630.36 General requirements. 

• * ♦ • • 

(d) [Reserved] 

m • • • • 

(t) • • • 

(2) A total of no less than two 25- 
milliliter volumes. In a frozen state 
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(—60° C), of preclariflcation bulk vac¬ 
cine containing no preservative, sta¬ 
bilizer, or adjuvant. 

• * * * * § * * * §§ • • • 

d. In § 630.66 by revising paragraph 
(e) to read as follows: 

§ 630.66 General requirement*. 

• • • • • 

(e) Samples; protocols; official release. 
The following shall be submitted to the 
Director, Bureau of Biologies, Food and 
Drug Administration, Bldg. 29A, 8800 
Rockville Pike, Bethesda, MD 20014: 

(1) For each lot of vaccine: 

(1) A protocol, which consists of a 
summary of the history of the manufac¬ 
ture of the lot, including all results of 
each test for which test results are re¬ 
quested by the Director, Bureau of 
Biologies. 

(ii) A total of no less than two 25- 
milliliter volumes, in a frozen state 
(—60° C), of preclariflcation bulk vac¬ 
cine containing no preservative or 
adjuvant. 

(iii) A total of no less than 30 con¬ 
tainers of the vaccine from each filling of 
each bulk lot of single-dose containers. A 
total of no less than six 50-dose contain¬ 
ers or ten 10-dose containers of the vac¬ 
cine from each filling of each bulk lot of 
multiple-dose containers. 

(2) In addition to the requirements of 
paragraph (e) (1) of this section, when¬ 
ever a new production seed lot is intro¬ 
duced, or whenever the source of cell cul¬ 
ture substrate must be reestablished and 
recertified, samples consisting of no less 
than 100 milliliters in 10-milliliter vol¬ 
umes, in a frozen state (—60° C), of post¬ 
clarification bulk vaccine containing sta¬ 
bilizer but no preservative or adjuvant, 
taken from each of 5 consecutive lots of 
the bulk vaccine. 

(3) Rubella Virus Vaccine, Live shall 
not be issued by the manufacturer until 
notification of official release of the lot is 
received from tKfe Director, Bureau of 
Biologies. 

e. In 5 630.86 by revising paragraph <e) 
to read as follows: 

§ 630.86 General requirement*. 

• • • • • 

(e) Samples; protocols; official release. 
The following materials shall be submit¬ 
ted to the Director, Bureau of Biologies, 
Food and Drug Administration, Bldg. 
29A, 8800 Rockville Pike, Bethesda, MD 
20014: 

(1) For each lot of vaccine: 

(i) A protocol, which consists of a sum¬ 
mary of the history of manufacture of 
each filling, including all results of each 
test for which test results are requested 
by the Director, Bureau of Biologies. 

(ii) A total of no less than two 25-mil¬ 
liliter volumes, in a frozen state (—60* 
C), of preclarification bulk measles com¬ 
ponent containing no preservative or ad¬ 
juvant. 

(iii) A frozen 5-milliliter sample of the 
smallpox component prior to any dilution 
or filtration. 

(iv) A sample consisting of no less than 
sixteen 10-dose vials, or twelve 25-dose 
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vials, or ten 50-dose vials of vaccine in 
final labeled containers, plus sufficient di¬ 
luent in final labeled containers to recon¬ 
stitute the vaccine. 

(2) In addition to the requirements of 
paragraph (e)(1) of this section, when¬ 
ever a new measles production seed lot is 
introduced, or whenever the source of 
measles cell culture subtrate must be re¬ 
established and recertified, samples con¬ 
sisting of no less than 100 milliliters in 
10-milliliter volumes, in a frozen state 
(—60° C), of the bulk measles compo¬ 
nent after clarification and containing 
stabilizer but no preservative or adju¬ 
vant, taken from each of 5 consecutive 
lots of the bulk vaccine. 

(3) Measles-Smallpox Vaccine, Live 
shall not be issued by the manufacturer 
until notification of official release of the 
filling is received from the Director, Bu¬ 
reau of Biologies. 

Pursuant to the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure Act (5 U.S.C. 553 (b) and <d)), the 
Commissioner concludes that notice, 
public procedure, and delayed effective 
date are unnecessary for the promulga¬ 
tion of this regulation as it is of a minor 
nature and does not impose an additional 
duty or burden on any person, but rather 
relieves unnecessary requirements and 
clarifies the intent prescribed in the 
regulations. Comments are nevertheless 
requested on or before April 12,1976, and 
they may justify further modification 
of these provisions. 

Effective date. This regulation shall 
become effective on March 11, 1976. 

(Sec. 351, 58 Stat. 702, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
262).) 

Dated: March 4, 1976. 

Sam D. Fine, 

Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance. 

1FR Doc.76-6900 Piled 3-10-76; 8:45 am] 


Title 23—Highways 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION. DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

Miscellaneous Changes to Chapter 

• Purpose. The purpose of these 
amendments is to correct certain cita¬ 
tions in this chapter so that they refer 
to current sections of this chapter. • 

Chapter I of title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

PART 130—ADVANCE OF FUNDS 

§ 130.403 [Amended] 

In 8 130.403, the words “Volume 7, 
Chapter 2, Section 7 of the Federal-Aid 
Highway Program Manual,” are 
amended to read “Part 712, Subpart G of 

this Chapter.” 


PART 140 —REIMBURSEMENT 

§§ 140.603, 140.604, 140.606, 140.607 
and 140.802 [Amended] 

In 8 140.604(c), the words “the Fed¬ 
eral-Aid Highway Program Manual 


Volume 6, Chapter 3, Section 2. Subsec¬ 
tion 7” are amended to read “Part 635, 
Subpart A of this Chapter.” 

In § 140.604(d), the words “the Fed¬ 
eral-Aid Highway Program Manual 
Volume 6, Chapter 4, Section 1, Subsec¬ 
tion 6” are amended to read “Part 635. 
Subpart A of this Chapter.” 

In § 140.606, the words “Volume 6. 
Chapter 4, Section 2, Subsection 8 of 
the Federal-Aid Highway Program 
Manual” are amended to read “Part 637. 
Subpart A of this Chapter.” 

In 8 140.607(a), the words “under 
paragraph 9” are amended to read “in 
§ 140.608 of this Subpart.” 

In § 140.603, the words “the Federal - 
Aid Highway Program Manual Volume 6. 
Chapter 3, Section 2, Subsection 2” are 
amended to read “Part 630, Subpart A 
of this Chapter.” 

In 8 140.802, the words “the Federal- 
Aid Highway Program Manual Volume 1, 
Chapter 7, Section 2” are amended to 
read “Part 170 of this Chapter.” 


PART 420—PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 
AND COORDINATION 

§ 420.104 [Amended] 

In § 420.104(a), the words “Volume 4, 
Chapter 4, Section 7, paragraph 3" are 
amended to read “§ 450.200<b) of this 
Chapter.” 


PART 642—SECONDARY ROAD PUN 

§ 642.7 [Amended] 

In § 642.7(a), the words “23 CFR 1.6 
are amended to read “Part 470, Subpart 
A of this Chapter.” 

In § 642.7(c), the words “23 CFR 1.8 * 
are amended to read “Part 630, Subpart 
A of this Chapter.” 


PART 655—TRAFFIC OPERATIONS 

§§ 655.205, 655.506, 655.608 [Amend¬ 
ed] 

In 8 655.205(d)(1), the words “Policy 
and Procedure Memorandum 21-6.2” are 
amended to read “Part 635, Subpart B of 
this Chapter.” The footnote accompany¬ 
ing those words is deleted. 

In § 655.506(b) (3), the words “Federal- 
Aid Highway Program Manual. Volume 
4. Chapter 4, Section 2” are amended to 
read “Part 450, Subpart A of this Chap¬ 
ter.” 

In 8 655.506(b)(4), the words “Fed¬ 
eral-Aid Highway Program Manual. 
Volume 7, Chapter 7. Section 2” are 
amended to read “Part 771 of this 
Chapter.” 

In 8 655.506(b)(5), the words “PPM 
20-8 (Federal-Aid Highway Program 
Manual, Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 5 
and part of 6)” are amended to read 
“part 790 of this Chapter” and the words 
“Federal-Aid Highway Program Manual. 
Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 7.” are 
amended to read “Part 795 of this 
Chapter.” 

In 8 655.608(d), the words “23 CFR 
1.22” are amended to read “§ 635.117 of 
this Chapter.” 

These amendments are entirely edi¬ 
torial in nature, therefore, no purpose 
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would be served by following the public 
rulemaking process. 

Issued on: March 3,1976. 

Norbett T. Tiemann, 
Federal Highway Administrator . 

|PR Doc.76-6968 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


Title 24—Housing and Urban 
Development 

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD 
INSURANCE PROGRAM 

| Docket No. FI-9311 

PART 1916— CONSULTATION WITH 
LOCAL OFFICIALS 

Changes Made in Determinations of the 

Town of Bradenton Beach, Florida, Base 

Flood Elevations 

On January 8, 1976, at 41 FR 1472, the 
Federal Insurance Administrator pub¬ 
lished a list of communities with Flood 
Insurance Rate Maps for portions of the 
Town of Bradenton Beach, Florida. 

The Federal Insurance Administra¬ 
tion, after consultation with the Chief 
Executive Officer of the community, has 
determined that it is appropriate to 
modify the base (100-year) flood eleva¬ 
tions of some locations in Bradenton 
Beach, Florida. These modified eleva¬ 
tions are currently in effect and amend 
the Flood Insurance Rate Map, which 
was in effect prior to this determination. 
A revised rate map will be published as 
soon as possible. The modifications are 
made pursuant to Section 206 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234) and are in accordance 
with the National Flood Insurance Act 
of 1968, as amended, (Title Xin of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968, Pub. L. 90-448) 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1916. 

For rating purposes, the new commu¬ 
nity number is 125091A, and must be 
used for all new policies and renewals. 

Under the above-mentioned Acts of 
1968 and 1973, the Administrator must 
develop criteria for flood plain manage¬ 
ment. In order for the community to 
continue participation in the National 
Flood Insurance Program, the commu¬ 
nity must use the modified elevations to 
carry out the flood plain management 
measures of the Program. These modi¬ 
fied elevations will also be used to cal¬ 
culate the appropriate flood insurance 
premium rates for new buildings and 
their contents and for the second layer 
of insurance on existing buildings and 
contents. 

From the date of this notice, any per¬ 
son has 90 days in which he can request 
through the community that the Fed¬ 
eral Insurance Administrator reconsider 
the changes. Any request for reconsid¬ 
eration must be based on knowledge of 
changed conditions or new scientific or 
technical data. All interested parties are 
on notice that until the 90-day period 
elapses, the Administrator’s new deter¬ 
mination of elevations may itself be 
changed. 
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Any persons having knowledge or 
wishing to comment on these changes 
should immediately notify: 

Mayor A. K. Leach, P.O. Box 730, Town Hall, 

Bradenton Beach, Florida 33506. 

Also, at this location is the map show¬ 
ing the new base flood elevations. This 
map is a copy of the one that will be 
printed. The numerous changes made in 
the base flood elevations on the Braden¬ 
ton Beach Flood Insurance Rate Map 
make it administratively infeasible to 
publish in this notice all of the base 
flood elevation changes contained on the 
Bradenton Beach map. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XHI of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968, effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968)), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Admin¬ 
istrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.) 

Issued: February 18, 1976. 

J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator . 

(FR Doc.76-6935 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. FI-932] 

PART 1916—CONSULTATION WITH 
LOCAL OFFICIALS 

Changes Made in Determinations of the 

Town of Longboat Key, Florida, Base 

Flood Elevations 

On January 8, 1976, at 41 "FR 1473, the 
Federal Insurance Administrator pub¬ 
lished a list of communities with Flood 
Insurance Rate Maps for portions of the 
Town of Longboat Key, Florida. 

The Federal Insurance Administra¬ 
tion, after consultation with the Chief 
Executive Officer of the community, has 
determined that it is appropriate to 
modify the base (100-year) flood eleva¬ 
tions of some locations in Longboat Key, 
Florida. These modified elevations are 
currently in effect and amend the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map, which was in effect 
prior to this determination. A revised 
rate map will be published as soon as 
possible. The modifications are made 
pursuant to Section 206 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234) and are in accordance with the 
National Flood Insur ance Act of 1968, as 
amended (Title xm of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968, Pub. L. 
90-448) 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
Part 1916. 

For rating purposes, the new com¬ 
munity number is 125126A, and must be 
used for all new policies and renewals. 

Under the above-mentioned Acts of 
1968 and 1973, the Administrator must 
develop criteria for flood plain manage¬ 
ment. In order for the community to 
continue participation in the National 
Flood Insurance Program, the commu¬ 
nity must use the modified elevations 
to carry out the flood plain management 
measures of the Program. These modi¬ 
fied elevations will also be used to cal¬ 
culate the appropriate flood insurance 
premium rates for new buildings and 
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their contents and for the second layer 
of insurance on existing buildings and 
contents. 

From the date of this notice, any per¬ 
son has 90 days in which he can request 
through the community that the Federal 
Insurance Administrator reconsider the 
changes. Any request for reconsideration 
must be based on knowledge of changed 
conditions or new scientific or technical 
data. All interested parties are on notice 
that until the 90-day period elapses, the 
Administrator’s new determination of 
elevations may itself be changed. 

Any persons having knowledge or wish¬ 
ing to comment on these changes should 
immediately notify: 

Mr. G. Wayne Allgire, Town Manager, Box 

107, Town Hall, Longboat Key, Florida 

33548 

Also, at this location is the map show¬ 
ing the new base flood elevations. This 
map is a copy of the one that will be 
printed. The numerous changes made in 
the base flood elevations on the Long¬ 
boat Key Flood Insurance Rate Map 
make it administratively infeasible to 
publish in this notice all of the base flood 
elevation changes contained on the Long¬ 
boat Key map. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
Xm of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968). as amended; 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, 
as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.) 

Issued: February 18, 1976. 

J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator . 

(FR Doc.76-6936 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. FI-933 J 

PART 1916—CONSULTATION WITH 
LOCAL OFFICIALS 

Changes Made in Determinations of Sara¬ 
sota County, Florida, Base Flood 
Elevations 

On January 8, 1976, at 41 FR 1473, the 
Federal Insurance Administrator pub¬ 
lished a list of communities with Flood 
Insurance Rate Maps for portions of 
Sarasota County, Florida. 

The Federal Insurance Administration, 
after consultation with the Chief Execu¬ 
tive Officer of the community, has deter¬ 
mined that it is appropriate to modify 
the base (100-year) flood elevations of 
some locations in Sarasota County, Flor¬ 
ida. These modified elevations are cur¬ 
rently in effect and amend the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map, which was in effect 
prior to this determination. A revised 
rate map will be published as soon as 
possible. The modifications are made 
pursuant to Section 206 of the Flood Dis¬ 
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234) and are in accordance with the 
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as 
amended (Title Xm of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968, Pub. L. 
90-448) 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
Part 1916. 
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For rating purposes, the new commu¬ 
nity number is 125144A, and must be 
used for all new policies and renewals. 

Under the above-mentioned Acts of 
1968 and 1973, the Administrator must 
develop criteria for flood plain manage¬ 
ment. In order for the community to con¬ 
tinue participation in the National Flood 
Insurance Program, the community must 
use the modified elevations to carry out 
the flood plain management measures of 
the Program. These modified elevations 
will also be used to calculate the appro¬ 
priate flood insurance premium rates for 
new buildings and their contents and for 
the second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and contents. 

From the date of this notice, any per¬ 
son has 90 days in which he can request 
through the community that the Federal 
Insurance Administrator reconsider the 
changes. Any request for reconsideration 
must be based on knowledge of changed 
conditions or new scientific or technical 
data. All interested parties are on notice 
that until the 90-day period elapses, the 
Administrator's new determination of 
elevations may itself be changed. 

Any persons having knowledge or wish¬ 
ing to comment on these changes should 
immediately notify: 

Mr. William A. Mnlrhead, Chairman, County 

CommLsstoners, P.O. Box 8, Sarasota County 

Courthouse, Sarasota, Florida 33578. 

Also, at this location is the map show¬ 
ing the new base flood elevations. This 
map is a copy of the one that will be 
printed. The numerous changes made in 
the base flood elevations on the Sarasota 
County Flood Insurance Rate Map make 
it administratively infeasible to publish 
in this notice all of the base flood eleva¬ 
tion changes contained on the Sarasota 
County map. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
xm of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, I960 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 
42 U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, 
as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.) 

Issued: February' 18,1976. 

J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 

{FR Doc.76-6037 FUed 3-10-7G;8:46 am] 


Title 27— Alcohol, Tobacco Products 
and Firearms 

CHAPTER I—BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TO¬ 
BACCO AND FIREARMS, DEPARTMENT 
OF THE TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER A—LIQUOR 

lNotice No. 292; Reference TJD. ATF-23] 

PART 18—PRODUCTION OF VOLATILE 
FRUIT FLAVOR CONCENTRATES 

Recodification of Regulations and Transfer 
of High-Proof Concentrates; Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-1460 appearing on page 
2643 for Monday. January 19, 1976, cer¬ 
tain material was omitted. The docu¬ 
ment was a final Treasury decision, pur¬ 
suant to a notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
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ing published in the FR on March 15, 
1974. 

The FR version of the Treasury deci¬ 
sion contained only the changes that 
had been made subsequent to publica¬ 
tion of the notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing. The unchanged material, which was 
to have been carried over intact from the 
notice of proposed rulemaking, was 
omitted. In addition, in the Treasury de¬ 
cision, a minor change explained in the 
preamble was omitted from the specific 
changes, one item was Incorrect, and 
there were three typographical errors. 
The minor change that was omitted con¬ 
cerns § 18.91(b), in which the phrase “a 
proof gallon of” is being deleted. The in¬ 
correct item appeared at the beginning 
of the document in the heading: “Sub¬ 
chapter M—Alcohol, Tobacco and Other 
Excise Taxes.” It should have read “Sub¬ 
chapter A—Liquors.” The typographical 
errors were: (1) In the heading of the 
document “BUREAJ” should be “BU¬ 
REAU”; (2) in the authority statement, 
at the end of the document, “con- 
taained” should be “contained”; and (3) 
also in the authority statement, “63A” 
should be “68A”. 

Since this correction notice merely rec¬ 
tifies minor inaccuracies and omissions 
contained in T.D. ATF-23, this notice 
does not affect the effective date of T.D. 
ATF-23, which remains March 1, 1976. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
entire Treasury decision is being re¬ 
printed as it should have appeared. 

Background. On March 15, 1974, the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 
published in the Federal Register (39 
FR 9974) a notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing to amend and recodify 27 CFR Part 
198, Production of Volatile Fruit-Flavor 
Concentrates. The proposed changes 
would (1) allow the production and 
transfer of high-proof volatile fruit- 
flavo r concentrate, and (2) recodify 27 
CFR Part 198 as Part 18 of Title 27 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, as part 
of the Bureau's continuing program to 
reissue all of its regulations under 27 
CFR. 

Summary of Changes Subsequent to 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

In accordance with the notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking, interested persons 
were afforded the opportunity to submit 
written comments or suggestions for 
changes in the proposals. No comments 
or requests for a public hearing were re¬ 
ceived from the concentrate industry. 
However, after further study of the pro¬ 
posed amendments and suggestions sub¬ 
mitted by the Bureau’s field personnel, 
several changes are being made to the 
regulations as originally proposed. These 
are discussed below: 

1. Definition of high •proof concentrate 
liberalized. As published in the notice, 
high-proof concentrate was defined as 
having an alcohol content of more than 
15 percent by volume and being unfit 
for use as a beverage because of its 
natural constituents. 

Very high-proof concentrate Cthat 
having an alcohol content of around 70 
to 80 percent by volume) was in mind 


when the proposed regulations were pub¬ 
lished. However, it has been brought to 
our attention that many volatile fruit- 
flavor concentrate producers presently 
make a relatively low-proof concentrate 
naturally unfit for beverage use, that 
attains an alcohol content of as much 
as 24 percent by volume, depending on 
the particular process used. These pro¬ 
ducers then reduce the alcohol content 
of the concentrate, in accordance with 
$ 198.114a (new 8 18.125), to comply with 
the limitation that concentrate trans¬ 
ferred from a manufacturing plant be 
not more than 15 percent alcohol by 
volume. As originally proposed, the regu¬ 
lations would have required these pro¬ 
ducers to secure additional bond cover¬ 
age as well as to otherwise comply with 
new provisions concerning the produc¬ 
tion of high-proof concentrate. 

To eliminate the problem of classify¬ 
ing producers of relatively low-proof 
concentrate as high-proof concentrate 
producers, the percent of alcohol by 
volume limit is being extended from 15 
percent to 24 percent. ($§ 18.11. 18.124. 
and 18.127 further amended.) 

2. Reporting requirements for changes 
in officers, directors . and stockholders 
liberalized. To conform to similar re¬ 
quirements now in effect for other reg¬ 
ulated industries, provisions have been 
added which (1) allow a period of 30 
days for reporting changes in corporate 
officers and directors, (2) permit waiver 
of the requirement for reporting 
changes in corporate officers if it can 
be shown that such persons have no 
plant operation responsibilities, and (3 > 
allow lists of stockholders to be sub¬ 
mitted annually. (§§ 18.81 and 18.82 
added.) 

3. Penal stuns of bonds. We had ini¬ 
tially proposed that, where high proof 
concentrate is produced, the penal sum 
of the bond, Form 1694, would equal the 
tax liability of the high proof concen¬ 
trate on hand, determined “at the rate 
prescribed by law as the tax on a proof 
gallon of distilled spirits”. 

The tax on distilled spirits, however, is 
determined on a proof gallon basis only 
if the spirits have an alcohol content of 
50 percent by volume or more. The tax 
on spirits of less than 50 percent alcohol 
by volume is figured on a wine gallon 
basis. Since it is possible to produce high 
proof concentrate that is under 50 per¬ 
cent alcohol by volume, the reference 
to the term “proof gallon” is being de¬ 
leted. (§ 18.91 further amended.) 

4. Transfer of concentrate. The reg¬ 
ulations governing the transfer of con¬ 
centrate have been further amended to 
make it clear that concentrate which is 
produced at not more than 24 percent 
alcohol by volume, but which is sub¬ 
sequently reduced to not more than 
15 percent alcohol by volume, may be 
transferred without notice. Further. 
since the form used for exportation of 
concentrate from the United States, 
Form 3874. Notice of Transfer of Fruit- 
Flavor Concentrate, has been amended 
to include a certificate of export on the 
form itself for completion by the pro¬ 
prietor of the volatile fruit-flavor con- 
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centrate plant, the regulations have been 
revised to reflect this change. (8 18.127 
I urther amended.) 

Specific Changes Subsequent to Notice 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
regulations as published in the notice of 
proposed rulemaking are hereby adopted, 
subject to the following changes and ad¬ 
ditions: 

1. A preamble to the recodified regula¬ 
tions is added immediately preceding the 
table of contents. As added, the preamble 
reads as follows: 

Preamble, a. The regulations in this 
part supersede 27 CFR Part 198 in its en¬ 
tirety. 

b. These regulations shall not affect 
any act done or any liability or right ac¬ 
cruing, or accrued, or any suit or proceed¬ 
ing had or commenced before the effec¬ 
tive date of these regulations. 

c. The regulations in this part shall be¬ 
come effective on March 1, 1976. 

2. The table of contents for Part 18 is 
changed by inserting new section num¬ 
bers and headings, 5 18.81. Change in of¬ 
ficers and directors , and 8 18.82, Change 
in stockholders , immediately following 
$ 18.80. 

3. Section 18.11 is changed by amend¬ 
ing the definition of high proof concen¬ 
trate. As changed, § 18.11 reads as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 18.11 Meiinlng of terms. 

• * * • * 

High-proof concentrate. For the pur¬ 
poses of this part, “high-proof concen¬ 
trate” shall mean a concentrate (es¬ 
sence) . as defined in this section, having 
an alcohol content of more than 24 per¬ 
cent by volume but which is deemed unfit 
for beverage use because of its natural 
constituents. 

• • • • • 

4. A new 5 18.81, is added immediately 
following § 18.80, to liberalize reporting 
requirements for changes in officers and 
directors. As added, new 8 18.81 reads as 

follows: 

§ 18.81 Change in officers and directors. 

Where there is any change in the list 
of officers and directors furnished under 
the provisions of 8 18.54(b), the proprie¬ 
tor shall submit, within 30 days of any 
such change, an amended application on 
Form 27-G to cover such change. Where 
the proprietor has shown to the satis¬ 
faction of the regional director that the 
holders of certain corporate offices, as 
listed on the original application, have 
no responsibilities in connection with 
the operations conducted under this part, 
the regional director may waive the re¬ 
quirement for submitting applications 
for amended registration to cover 
changes in such corporate offices. 

5 A new § 18.82, is added immedi¬ 
ately following new 818.81, to liber¬ 
alize reporting requirements for changes 
in stockholders. As added, new 8 18.82 
reads as follows: 

§ 18.82 Change in stockholders. 

Changes in the list of stockholders 
furnished under the provisions of 818.54 


(c) may, in lieu of submission within 10 
days of the change under the provisions 
of 8 18.71, be submitted annually by the 
proprietor on May 1, except where the 
sale or transfer of capital stock results 
in a change of control or management 
of the business. 

6. Section 18.91 is changed by delet¬ 
ing the phrase “a proof gallon of” from 
paragraphs (b)(1) and (b)(2). As 
changed, § 18.91 reads as follows: 

§ 18.91 Bond, Form 1694. 

(a) General. Every person intending 
to commence the business of manufac¬ 
turing concentrates shall file bond, Form 
1694, with the regional director at the 
time of filing his original application. 
Form 27-G, and at such other times as 
are required by this subpart. Such bond 
shall be conditioned that each such per¬ 
son shall fully and faithfully comply with 
all of the requirements of the law and 
regulations relating to the manufacture, 
removal, sale, transportation, or use of 
any concentrate (or any fruit mash or 
juice from which such concentrate is 
produced) and shall pay or cause to be 
paid all taxes, together with penalties 
and interest, on all such concentrates or 
any other alcoholic products manufac¬ 
tured, removed, sold, transported, or 
used by him contrary to law or regula¬ 
tions. No person shall commence or con¬ 
tinue the business of manufacturing con¬ 
centrates until such bond has been ap¬ 
proved by the regional director. 

(b) Penal sum of bond. The penal sum 
of bond, Form 1694, shall be $5,000 ex¬ 
cept as follows: 

(1) Where high-proof concentrates 
are to be produced in addition to other 
concentrates, the bond, Form 1694, shall 
be in a sufficient penal sum to equal the 
tax liability on the maximum quantity 
of high proof concentrate which will be 
on hand or unaccounted for at any one 
time, at the rate prescribed by law as 
the tax on distilled spirits, plus $5,000: 
Provided , That the maximum penal sum 
shall not exceed $105,000; or 

(2) Where high-proof concentrates 
only are to be produced, the bond shall 
be in a sufficient penal sum to equal the 
tax liability on the maximum quantity 
of high-proof concentrate which will be 
on hand or unaccounted for at any one 
time, at the rate prescribed by law as the 
tax on distilled spirits: Provided , That 
the maximum penal sum shall not ex¬ 
ceed $100,000; or 

(3) Where, in any other case, it is the 
opinion of the regional director that a 
bond in a larger penal sum or an addi¬ 
tional bond should be required for the 
protection of the revenue, he may re¬ 
quire additional bond coverage not to 
exceed $20,000. 

(72 Stat. 1392. as amended; 26 U.S.C. 5511) 

7. Section 18.124 is changed by (1) 
striking, in paragraph (a), the words “15 
percent by volume, except concentrate 
not exceeding 24 percent by volume to be 
transferred to a bonded wine cellar un¬ 
der the provisions of 8 18.127(b)” and 
inserting instead, the words “24 percent 
by volume”; (2) inserting in paragraphs 


(b) and (c), the words “27-G Supple¬ 
mental” in the space provided for the 
form number; and (3) increasing the 
size of the sample of high-proof con¬ 
centrate to be submitted to the Director 
from one ounce to eight ounces. As 
changed, 8 18.124 reads as follows: 

§ 18.124 Production of high-proof con¬ 
centrate. 

(a) General. Concentrates having an 
alcohol content of more than 24 percent 
by volume, may not be produced (except 
to furnish the sample required by para¬ 
graph (c) of this section) in a volatile 
fruit-flavor concentrate plant unless 
such product has been found by the re¬ 
gional director to be unfit for use as a 
beverage because of its natural constitu¬ 
ents as provided in paragraph (c) of this 
section. 

(b) Application. Application on Form 
27-G Supplemental must be filed and 
approved by the regional director before 
high-proof concentrate can be produced. 
A separate application shall be filed for 
each kind of such concentrate to be 
produced. 

(c) Sample: An 8-ounce sample of 
high proof concentrate, accompanied by 
a copy of Form 27-G Supplemental, must 
be submitted to the Director for labora¬ 
tory analysis. If it is found to be natu¬ 
rally (without addition of other sub¬ 
stances) unfit for use as a beverage, the 
regional director may approve the appli¬ 
cation on Form 27-G Supplemental. Such 
sample must be truly representative of 
the concentrate to be produced and must 
be labeled to show: 

(1) Name, plant number and address 
of the producer, 

(2) In bold type. HIGH-PROOF CON¬ 
CENTRATE—NOT FOR BEVERAGE 
USE, 

(3) Kind of concentrate, 

(4) Percent alcohol by volume, and 

(5) Fold. 

8. Paragraphs (a), (d) (3), and (e) 
of 8 18.127 are changed to (1) conform 
language to the amended definition of 
high-proof concentrate; and (2) provide 
for certification of export on Form 3874. 
As changed, 8 18.127 reads as follows: 

§ 18.127 Transfer of concentrate. 

(a) General. Concentrate fit for use as 
a beverage or which contains more than 
15 percent alcohol by volume may not be 
removed from its place of manufacture 
except as provided in paragraphs (b), 

(c) and (d) of this section. Concentrate 
containing not more than 15 percent al¬ 
cohol by volume (including high-proof 
concentrate and concentrate produced 
at not more than 24 percent alcohol by 
volume, reduced as provided in 8 18.125 
to not more than 15 percent alcohol by 
volume) and which is unfit for use as a 
beverage may be removed from its place 
of manufacture as provided in paragraph 
(e) of this section. 

(b) Transfer to a bonded wine cellar. 
Pursuant to an approved application on 
Form 3873, made as provided for in 27 
CFR Part 240, and notice on Form 3874, 
as provided for in paragraph (d) of this 
section, concentrate of not more than 24 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 49—THURSDAY, MARCH 11, 1976 






10431 

percent alcohol by volume may be trans¬ 
ferred to a bonded wine cellar for use tn 
the production of natural wine. 

(c) Transfer of high-proof concen¬ 
trate. Pursuant to a notice on Form 3874, 
high-proof concentrate may be trans¬ 
ferred from a concentrate plant to a 
manufacturer using the high-proof con¬ 
centrate for any purpose authorized by 
law, or for export. Such notice shall be 
filed in accordance with paragraph <d> 
of this section. 

(d) Notice of transfer. When concen¬ 
trate is transferred under paragraphs (b) 
and (c) of this section, the proprietor 
shall give notice thereof on Form 3874 as 
follows: 

(1) Transfer in the same region . When 
concentrate is transferred in the same 
region, the proprietor shall prepare an 
original and three copies of Form 3874 
and, on the day of shipment, forward the 
original and one copy to the consignee 
and one copy to his regional director, and 
retain the remaining copy for his files. 

(2) Transfer to another region. When 
concentrate is transferred to another re¬ 
gion, the proprietor shall prepare an 
original and four copies of Form 3874 
and. on the day of shipment, forward the 
original and one copy to the consignee, 
one copy to the consignee’s regional di¬ 
rector, and one copy to his own regional 
director, and retain the remaining copy 
for his flies. 

(3) Transfer out of the United States. 
When high-proof concentrate is removed 
for exportation to a foreign country, the 
proprietor shall prepare an original and 
two copies of Form 3874 and, on the day 
of shipment, forward one copy to his re¬ 
gional director and retain the original 
and remaining copy. As soon as possible 
after shipment, he shall furnish his re¬ 
gional director with the original of Form 
3874, having completed the certification 
of export on the form, accompanied by 
the ocean bill of lading and the through 
or export bill of lading: Provided t That 
the regional director may authorize other 
proof of exportation acceptable to him. 

(e) Transfers without notice. Concen¬ 
trate containing not more than 15 per¬ 
cent alcohol by volume (including high- 
proof concentrate and concentrate pro¬ 
duced at not more than 24 percent alco¬ 
hol by volume, reduced as provided in 
§ 18.125 to not more than 15 percent al¬ 
cohol by volume) which is unfit for bev¬ 
erage use may be transfeiTed without 
notice of transfer. Where such concen¬ 
trate containing not more than 15 per¬ 
cent alcohol has been found to be fit for 
beverage use, there shall be added to each 
gallon thereof before removal not less 
than: 

(1) 8^io pounds of sucrose; or 

(2) One gallon of concentrated fruit 
juice of not less than 70 Brix made from 
the same kind of fruit used in the manu¬ 
facture of the concentrate; or 

(3) 2 % ounces of any of the following: 
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(i) Malic acid; 
til) Citric acicl; or 
fiii) Tartaric acid. 

(This Treasury decision is Issued under the 
authority contained in 26 U.8.C. 7805 ( 68A 
Stat. 917).) 

Signed: March 8.1976. 

Hex D. Davis, 
Director . 

jFR Doc.76 6988 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 

Title 33—Navigation and Navigable 
Waters 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD 76-0291 

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Richardson Bay, California 

This amendment changes the regula¬ 
tions for the temporary work bridge 
across Richardson Bay near Sausalito, 
California, because this bridge lias been 
removed. 

§ 117.712(f) [Reserved 1 

Accordingly, Part 117 of Title 33 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended by revoking 5 117.712(f). 

(Sec. 5. 28 Stat. 362. as amended, see. 6(g) 
(2). 80 Stat. 937: 33 UJ3.C. 499. 40 UJ3.C. 
1655(g) (2); 49 CFR 1.40(c) (6), 33 CFR 1.05- 
1(c)(4)) 

Effective date. Tills revision shall be¬ 
come effective on March 15,1976. 

Dated: March 4, 1976. 

D. J. Riley, 

Captain , U.S. Coast Guard , Act¬ 
ing Chief , Office of Marine 
Environment and Systems . 

[FR Doc.76-6989 Filed 3-1 <K76;8:45 ami 


[CGD 75-097J 

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Duwamish Waterway, Washington 

This amendment changes the regula¬ 
tions for the two drawbridges across the 
Duwamish Waterway at West Spokane 
Street and First Avenue South to shift 
the closed periods to coincide with cur¬ 
rent traffic patterns, and provides that 
vessels of 5,000 tons, rather than 1,000 
tons, may require a draw opening during 
the closed periods. This amendment was 
circulated as a public notice dated May 
19, 1975, by the Commander, Thirteenth. 
Coast Guard District, and was published 
in the Federal Register as a notice of 
proposed rulemaking (CGD 75-097) on 
May 13, 1975 (40 FR 20824). Ten re¬ 
sponses were received. Six either sup¬ 
ported the proposal or had no comment 
or no objection thereto. Two supported 
the proposal if vessels of 5,000 tons or 
more could be passed at any time, while 
one response opposed the 5.000 ton ex¬ 


ception. The original proposal was for 
a vessel drawing 28 feet of water or more 
to pass at any time. The Coast Guard 
feels that while there is some validity in 
the opposition expressed, vessels of 5,000 
tons or more should be passed due to the 
hazardous nature of the Duwamish 
Waterway caused by a narrow channel, 
relatively small horizontal draw clear¬ 
ances and tidal fluctuations (approxi¬ 
mately eleven feet) which make it pos¬ 
sible for some of the larger vessels to 
transit only during periods of high tide. 
One comment suggested that vessels with 
drafts of 25 feet or more be allowed to 
pass at any time. The 5,000 ton proviso 
will provide for almost all vessels that 
draw at least 25 feet. A provision has 
been added to require the use of sound 
or visual signals to assure the safety of 
navigation if radiotelephone contact can¬ 
not be maintained between a vessel and 
one of the bridges. The Coast Guard will 
closely monitor this case and if further 
amendments are deemed appropriate 
they may be made. 

Accordingly, Part 117 of Title 33 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
by revising 5 117.790 to read as follows: 

§ 117.790 Duwamiah Waterway at Seat¬ 
tle, Washington: bridges. 

(a) The owners of or agencies con¬ 
trolling these drawbridges shall provide 
the necessary tenders and the proper 
machinery for the safe, prompt opening 
of the draws for the passage of vessels. 

(b) Sound signals. A long blast shall 
be of three seconds duration; a short 
blast shall be of one second duration. The 
opening sound signals are as follows: 

(1) Burlington Northern Bridge and 
Southwest Spokane Street Bridge , mile 
0.3: One long blast followed quickly by 
three short blasts. 

(2) Burlington Northern Bridge , mile 
0.4: One long blast followed quickly by 
one short blast. 

(3) First Avenue South Bridge . mile 
2.5: Three long blasts. 

(4) Fourteenth Avenue South Bridge 
mile 3.8: One long blast followed quickly 
by one short blast and one long blast. 

(c) Acknowledging Sound Signals arc 
as follows: 

(1) When the draw will open, same 
as opening signal. 

(2) When the draw will not open or 
must close immediate^, four short blasts, 
repeated until acknowledged by the 
vessel. 

(3> As soon as the draw can open, the 
draw tender shall sound the opening 
signal. 

(d) Visual Signals. Lights shall be of 
sufficient intensity to be readily visible at 
night and flags be of sufficient size to be 
readily visible from both the vessel and 
the bridge. Visual signals are as follows: 

(1) From the vessel, a white light at 
night or a white flag by day swung in full 
circle at arm's length in full sight of and 
facing the drawbridge. 

(2) When the draw of the bridge will 
open immediately the draw tender shall 
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reply by vertically raising and lowering 
a white light at night or a white flag by 
day. 

<3) When the draw of the bridge will 
not open immediately, the draw tender 
shall reply by swinging a red light at 
night or a red flag by day in full circle 
at arm’s length in full sight of and facing 
the vessel. This signal may also be used 
by a vessel to countermand its signal to 
open the draw. 

(e) During conditions of restricted vis¬ 
ibility, as defined in the Rules of the 
Road, the draw tender, after giving the 
acknowledging signals that the draw will 
open, shall toll a bell continuously during 
the approach and the passage of the 
vessel. 

(f) The draws of each bridge across the 
Duwamish Waterway shall open 
promptly on signal except that the draws 
of the Southwest Spokane Street bridges 
and the First Avenue South bridge need 
not open for the passage of vessels from 
6:30 a.m. to 8:30 a.m. and 3:45 p.m. to 
5:45 p.m., Monday through Friday, ex¬ 
cept holidays However, the draws shall 
open at any time for a vessel of 5.000 tons 
or more. 

(g) City of Seattle Southwest Spokane 
Street bridges and the Burlington North¬ 
ern drawbridges have two-way radiotele¬ 
phones. When tlie request for bridge 
opening and answering acknowledgment 
is given by radiotelephone, sound or vis¬ 
ual signals are not required. Both vessel 
and bridge must continue to monitor the 
selected radiotelephone channel until the 
vessel has cleared the draw. If radiotele¬ 
phone contact cannot be maintained, 
sound or visual signals shall be used. 

(h) Appurtenances. The draws of the 
Southwest Spokane Street bridges need 
not open for a vessel equipped with ap¬ 
purtenances that can be readily lowered 
to enable the vessel to pass under the 
closed draws. If a vessel passes through 
the draws of the Southwest Spokane 
Street bridges 40 times or more in any 
twelve month period and is equipped 
with appurtenances that can be altered 
to enable the vessel to pass under the 
closed draws, the district commander, 
upon request of the bridge owner, may 
notify the vessel owner and the bridge 
owher of his determination of required 
modification and grant a reasonable time 
to accomplish the required modification. 
If after the expiration of this time, nec¬ 
essary modifications to the appurte¬ 
nances have not been made, the draws 
need not open for the passage of this 
vessel. 

(Sec. 5. 28 Stat. 362. as amended, sec. 6(g) 
(2). 80 Stat. 937; 33 TT.S.C. 499, 49 U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2); 49 CFR 1.46(c)(5), 33 CFR 
105-1 (c) (4)) 

Effective date. This revision shall be¬ 
come effective on April 12, 1976. 

Dated: March 4, 1976. 

D. J. Riley, 

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Act¬ 
ing Chief , Office of Marine 
Environment and Systems, 

ira Doc.76-6990 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 9—ENERGY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

IERDA-PR TEMP. REG. NO. 151 

PART 9—4—SPECIAL TYPES AND 
METHODS OF PROCUREMENT 

PART 9-16—PROCUREMENT FORMS 

Use of EROA Facilities; Reporting 
Requirements 

March 8, 1976. 

• 1. Purpose: This regulation deletes 
reporting requirements in § 9-4.5109-7, 
Equipment; § 9-16.5002-8. Article B- 
XXI-d and § 9-16.5002-9. Appendix 

Am. • 

2. Effective date: This regulation is 
effective March 11. 1976. 

3. Expiration date: This regulation 
will remain in effect until canceled and 
replaced by a permanent ERDA Pro¬ 
curement Regulation. 

4. Background: Pub. L. 93-608 elimi¬ 
nates the need to report the equipment 
granted to contractors. Accordingly, 
§ 9-4.5109-7 is deleted. Clauses in 5 9-16.- 
5002-8. Article B-XXI-d and 8 9-16.- 
5002-9, Appendix A-III requiring this re¬ 
port also are* deleted. 

5. Explanation of change: 

a. In Subpart 9-4.51, Research Agree¬ 
ments and Contracts With Educational 
Institutions, § 9-4.5109-7, paragraphs 
(a> and (b) are deleted and reserved. 

b. In Subpart 9-16.50, Contract Out - 
lines, 5 9-16.5002-8. Article B-XXI-d and 
§ 9-16.5002-9, Appendix A-HI are deleted 
and reserved. 

6. Authority : Section 105 of the Energy 
Reorganization Act of 1974 <Pub. L. 
93-438>. 

Robert F. Allnutt, 
Acting Director of Procurement. 

|FR Doc.76-6987 Filed 3-10-76,8:45 am) 


CHAPTER 14—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 

PART 14-1—GENERAL 

PART 14-4—SPECIAL TYPES AND 
METHODS OF PROCUREMENT 

Architect-Engineer Service 

Pursuant to the authority of the 
Secretary of the Interior contained in 5 
U.S.C. 301, Parts 14-1 and 14-4 of Chap¬ 
ter 14 of Title 41 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations are hereby amended as 
stated herein. 

In Subpart 14-1.10, 5 14-1.1003-7 pre¬ 
scribes certain statements to be Included 
in synopses for architect-engineer serv¬ 
ices. The first paragraph of the notice re¬ 
quires that supplemental data shall com¬ 
plement the data furnished on SF-251. 
Amendments to 41 CFR Chapter 1 pub¬ 
lished at 40 FR 30440-30459, July 18, 
1975, superseded SF-251 with a new SF- 
254 and provided that supplemental data 
be submitted on a new SF-255. There¬ 
fore, the first paragraph of the notice in 
i 14-1.1003-7 is no longer required. 

The second paragraph of the notice in 
§ 14-1.1003-7 concerns the method of 
establishing the order of preference. The 


amendments to 41 CFR Chapter 1 refer¬ 
enced above now provide under §1-1- 
1003-7(b) (9) that notices shall Include, 
where applicable, the relative importance 
of the significant evaluation factors. 
Therefore, the second paragraph of the 
notice in § 14-1.1003-7 is no longer re¬ 
quired. 

In Subpart 14-4.10. § 14-4.1004-2* b« 
requires that evaluation board reports 
shall list in the order of preference the 
firms which are considered the most 
highly qualified. Amendments to 41 CFR 
Chapter 1 published at 40 FR 30440- 
30459, July 18, 1975, now provide under 
§ 1-4.1004-2(c) that the order of prefer¬ 
ence shall be stated in evaluation board 
reports. Therefore, the order of prefer¬ 
ence requirement of § 14-4.1004-2<b> is 
no longer required. 

It is the general i>olicy of the Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior to allow time for in¬ 
terested persons to participate in the 
rulemaking process. However, the 
amendments herein are revisions in De¬ 
partmental Administrative procedures. 
Because the amendments are entirely 
administrative in nature, the public 
rulemaking process is waived in this in¬ 
stance and the amendments stated herein 
are effective immediately. 

Dated: March 3, 1976. 

Richard R. Hite. 

Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior . 

1. The Table of Contents of Part 14-1 
is amended by deleting and reserving 
Subpart 14-1.10 and §§ 14-1.1003 and 
14-1.1003-7 as follows: 

Subpart 14—1.10—[Reserved] 

See. 

14-1.1003 f Reserved) 

14-1.1003-7 (Reserved] 

2. Part 14-1 is amended by deleting and 
reserving Subpart 14-1.10 and §§ 14-1 - 
1003 and 14-1.1003-7, as follows: 

Subpart 14-1.10—[ Reserved ] 

§ 14-1.1003 [Reserved] 

§ 14-1.1003-7 [Reserved] 

3. Section 14-4.1004-2 of Subpart 14-4.- 
10 is amended by deleting the designa¬ 
tion of paragraphs (a) and (b); by de¬ 
leting the last part of the first sentence 
of paragraph (b) beginning with the 
word “shall”: and by combining the re¬ 
mainder of paragraph (b) with the text 
of tlie section. As amended § 14-4.1004-2 
reads as follows: 

Subpart 14—4.10—Architect-Engineer 
Services 

§ ]*i—1.1004 Selection. 

• 0900 

§ I I—4.1001—2 Functions of tin* cvultiu* 

lion boards. 

The provisions of § 1-4.1004-2 of this 
title are supplemented to provide that 
architect-engineer evaluation boards 
within the Department of the Interior 
shall operate under the general author¬ 
ity of tlie appointing official; shall sub¬ 
mit to the official designated by the ap¬ 
pointing official the report required of 
the evaluation board as specified in 
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§ 1-4.1004-2 (c) of this title; and shall as¬ 
sist the contracting officer to the maxi¬ 
mum extent possible and appropriate in 
the establishment of a contract. 

|PR Doc.76-6959 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 


Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER I—OFFICE OF EDUCATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, 
AND WELFARE 

PART lOOd—CERTIFICATION WITH RE¬ 
SPECT TO OPEN MEETINGS BY LOCAL 
EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES IN CERTAIN 
PROGRAMS 

Final Regulations 

A notice of proposed rulemaking was 
published on May 9, 1975, in 40 PR 
20285, inviting public comments on pro¬ 
posed regulations to amend Title 45 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations by add¬ 
ing a new part lOOd, implementing Sec¬ 
tion 812 of the Elementary and Second¬ 
ary Education Act (Certification With 
Respect to Open Meetings by Local Edu¬ 
cational Agencies in Certain Programs) 
as added by Section 110, Education 
Amendments of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-380). 

In accordance with the requirements of 
the Education Amendments of 1974 (Pub. 
L. 93-380), the Commissioner of Educa¬ 
tion, with the approval of the Secretary 
of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
amends Title 45, Part 100 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations by adding a new 
part lOOd, to read as set forth below. 

1. Program purpose. Section 812 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965, as amended, requires that no 
application for assistance under the Act 
for funds under the applicable programs 
may be considered unless the local edu¬ 
cational agency making the application 
certifies to the Commissioner that 
members of the public have been afforded 
the opportunity upon reasonable notice 
to testify or otherwise comment regard¬ 
ing the subject matter of the application. 
The applicable programs are those 
ESEA programs where the application 
for assistance is submitted directly to the 
Commissioner of Education. 

2. Comments . The following com¬ 
ments, suggestions, and criticisms were 
submitted in wTiting in response to the 
proposed rules issued on May 9, 1975. 
After the summary of each comment, a 
response is set forth stating the changes 
w'hich have been made in the regulations 
or the reasons why no changes were 
deemed necessary. The general com¬ 
ments are followed by comments based 
on the sections affected, arranged in 
sequence. 

(a) Comment. One commenter felt that 
the intent of the provision was to insure 
parental involvement in the development 
of all local educational programs receiv¬ 
ing Federal funds under the Act, espe¬ 
cially innovative and experimental pro¬ 
grams under Title m. He urged that 
Section 812 be interpreted to include 
State-administered programs. 

Response. In reaching a final interpre¬ 
tation of this section it should be noted, 
as indicated in the preamble to the notice 
of proposed rulemaking, that the open 
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meeting provision is subject to both read¬ 
ings: (1) That it only applies to grants 
which are made directly by the Commis¬ 
sioner to local educational agencies and 
(2) that it applies also to State-admin¬ 
istered programs. The legislative history 
w r as examined for guidance; how*ever, it 
did not include this issue. 

The designation of the Commissioner 
as the officer to receive and review the 
certification from the local educational 
agency strongly implies that the require¬ 
ment applies only to direct grant pro¬ 
grams in which the Commissioner di¬ 
rectly participates in the application re¬ 
view process. To read the statute as re¬ 
quiring its application to State-admin¬ 
istered programs would require addi¬ 
tional procedures to be implemented, 
either by having the Commissioner com¬ 
municate the certification to the State 
agency before an application is approved, 
or by having the Commissioner delegate 
the authority to the State agency in the 
first instance. Neither of these proce¬ 
dures is provided for in the statutory 
language. Had State-administered pro¬ 
grams been intended to be within the 
ambit of this requirement, it is assumed 
that Congress would have provided for 
the submission of the certification di¬ 
rectly to the administering State agen¬ 
cies. 

As an additional factor, the require¬ 
ment that local educational agencies ap¬ 
plying for grants in State-administered 
programs make a separate certification to 
the Commissioner would impose a cum¬ 
bersome and time-consuming burden on 
these programs. The Commissioner 
w r ould be required to review’ thousands 
of certifications a year for program ap¬ 
plications over which only the State 
agency has further review’ authority. No 
action could be taken by the State agen¬ 
cy charged by the program statute with 
the review of the local applications until 
the long certification review process was 
completed, and the assurance came from 
the Commissioner that a local educa¬ 
tional agency’s certification requirement 
was satisfied. 

In addition, consideration has been 
given to the existence of provisions in 
current law’s for public participation in 
the application process in State-admin¬ 
istered programs. Title I of ESEA pro¬ 
vides for participation by local parent 
advisory councils, and Titles in and IV 
of ESEA provide for the review of ap¬ 
plications by State advisory councils in 
which public representation is required. 
The statute has thus been interpreted 
as applying only to direct grant programs 
enumerated in section lOOd.l(b) of the 
draft regulations. 

(b) Comment. Three reviewers object¬ 
ed to the open meeting requirement of 
Section 812, as implemented by the pro¬ 
posed regulation. One of these reviewers 
felt that the open meeting requirement 
was superfluous because of lack of public 
interest, w f hile another saw it as unnec¬ 
essary because of the active public par¬ 
ticipation in local school board meetings. 
All three felt that additional paperwork 
was a bad idea. 

Response. Open meetings and certifi¬ 
cation are both required by statute; the 


purpose of the regulation is to implement 
them as efficiently as possible. As dis¬ 
cussed above, the regulation is drawn to 
minimize delay and excessive paper¬ 
work. 

(c) Comment. Section lOOd.Kb) One 
commenter stated that: “Under Title IV. 
ESEA, Consolidation of Certain Federal 
Programs, the LEA will no longer make 
applications directly to the Commissioner 
for Title V, ESEA, Parts B & C and Title 
VIII. ESEA, Sections 807 and 808. These 
will be handled by the SEA under the 
Annual Program Plan.” 

Response. Section lOOd.Kb) lists those 
programs in which certification is re¬ 
quired when application is made to the 
Commissioner. Under Title IV, ESEA. 
Consolidation, these programs will be ad¬ 
ministered as discretionary programs by 
the Commissioner in years in which the 
threshold funding requirement for con¬ 
solidation is not met pursuant to Section 
401(b)(2). 521(b), 531(b), 807(c), and 
808(d) of ESEA (20 U.S.C. 1801(b) (2>, 
866(b). 867(b), 887(c), and 887a(d)). 
When consolidation does take place, no 
application will be made to the Commis¬ 
sioner, and no certification is required 
under § lOOd.Kb). 

(d) Comment. Section 100d.2(b) Tw f o 
objections were made to the requirement 
that the meeting be held at least seven 
days before submission of the application, 
on the grounds that it would unneces¬ 
sarily restrict the flexibility of the LEA. 

Response. The specific requirement for 
holding a meeting seven days before the 
application is submitted has been deleted 
in order to allow for LEA flexibility. How ¬ 
ever, it is felt that some requirements are 
necessary to insure that the public has 
a meaningful opportunity to participate 
and the LEA gives proper consideration 
to this participation. Therefore, the reg¬ 
ulations require that a copy of the pro¬ 
posed application be available for public 
examination 24 hours before the open 
meeting, and that the LEA assure that it 
has given thorough consideration to com¬ 
ments received at the meeting. 

After consideration of all comments, 
Title 45 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions is amended as set forth below’. 

Effective date: Pursuant to Section 
431(d) of the General Education Pro¬ 
visions Act, as amended (20 U.S.C. 1232 
(d)) these regulations have been trans¬ 
mitted to the Congress concurrently w'ith 
the publication of this document in the 
Federal Register. That section provides 
that regulations subject thereto shall be¬ 
come effective on the forty-fifth day fol¬ 
lowing the date of such transmission, 
subject to the provisions therein concern¬ 
ing Congressional action and adjourn¬ 
ment. 

(20 U.S.C. 887e) 

Dated: January 9.1976. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

Approved: March 5,1976. 

Marjorie Lynch, 

Acting Secretary of Health , 
Education , and Welfare. 
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jood.l Purpose and scope. 
lOOd.2 Requirement for open meetings by 
local educational agencies. 
iood.8 Certification of open meetings. 

Authority: Sec. 812, Elementary and Sec¬ 
ondary Education Act of 1965, as added by 
sec. 110 of Pub. L. 93-380, 68 Stat. 613 (20 
U.S.C. 887e). 

§ lOOd.l ‘Purpose and scope, 

(a) Purpose. The purpose of this part 
ts to implement the provisions of section 
812 of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965, as added by sec¬ 
tion 110 of Pub. L. 93-380. Section 812 
provides that before the application of a 
local educational agency under a pro¬ 
gram covered by this part may be con¬ 
sidered, that agency must certify to the 
Commissioner that the public has been 
given the opportunity to testify or other¬ 
wise comment regarding the subject 
matter of the application. 

(b) Scope . The provisions contained in 
this part are applicable to applications 
for Federal assistance from local educa¬ 
tional agencies submitted to the Com¬ 
missioner under the following author¬ 
ities: Title m, section 306 (direct grants 
for supplementary services and centers 
(this section is revoked as of July 1, 
1975)); Title V, Parts B and C (strength¬ 
ening local educational agencies, com¬ 
prehensive educational planning and 
evaluation); Title VII (bilingual educa¬ 
tion) ; Title VIII, section 807 (dropout 
prevention), 808 (school nutrition and 
health services), 810 (improvement of 
educational opportunities for Indian 
children), 811 (consumers education); 
and Title IX (ethnic heritage studies) of 
the Elementary and Secondary Educa¬ 
tion Act of 1965, as amended. 

(20 UJB.C. 887e) 

§ 100tl.2 Requirement for open meet¬ 
ings by local educational agencies. 

(a) Open meetings. Prior to the sub¬ 
mission of an application under an ap¬ 
plicable program listed in § 100d.l(b), a 
local educational agency 6hall hold at 
least one meeting, open to the public, at 
which the program or project for which 
assistance is being sought and the ac¬ 
tivities proposed to be conducted in the 
application are explained, and the per¬ 
sons in attendance are afforded an op¬ 
portunity to testify or otherwise com¬ 
ment on the contents of the application. 

(b) Notice of the meetings and avail - 
ability of application. The local educa¬ 
tional agency shall advertise a notice of 
the meeting in a newspaper of general 
circulation serving the area affected by 
the program or project for which assist¬ 
ance is being sought, or otherwise pro¬ 
vide adequate public notice, not less than 
seven days prior to the date of such meet¬ 
ing. A copy of the application to be dis¬ 
cussed shall be made available to the 
public at least 24 hours before the meet¬ 
ing is held. 

(20 U.S.C. 887e) 

§ 100d.3 Certification of open meeting*. 

An application filed by a local educa¬ 
tional agency with the Commissioner un¬ 


der any applicable program shall con¬ 
tain a certification, in such form as the 
Commissioner may prescribe, that an 
open meeting was held as required by 
section 812 of the Elementary and Sec¬ 
ondary Education Act of 1965, as amend¬ 
ed (20 U.S.C. 887e) and the regulation 
under this part: the certification will 
further assure that the applicant has 
given meaningful consideration to the 
comments or other testimony received at 
the open meeting, before submission of 
the final application. 

(20 U.8.C. 887e) 

|FR Doc.76-6970 Filed 3-10-76;8:46 am] 

Title 46 —Shipping 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[COD 75-1881 

PART 160— LIFESAVING EQUIPMENT 
PART 163— CONSTRUCTION 
Marking of Inspected Equipment 

These amendments revise the proce¬ 
dure for marking Coast Guard inspected 
lifesaving equipment and watertight 
doors. 

The rules for marking inspected life¬ 
saving equipment and watertight doors 
require each item passing Coast Guard 
Inspection to have a marking that con¬ 
tains the marine inspector’s initials and 
other prescribed Information including 
in some instances the name of the port. 
Because of the number of marine in¬ 
spectors involved in the inspection of this 
equipment and the frequent turnover of 
personnel, it becomes difficult with the 
passage of time to identify the marine 
inspector or the Marine Inspection Office 
to which he was assigned. 

Consequently, the Coast Guard is 
changing the procedure for marking in¬ 
spected lifesaving equipment and water¬ 
tight doors by replacing the marine in¬ 
spector’s initials, and the port designa¬ 
tion where used, with the identification 
letters of the Marine Inspection Office to 
which the marine inspector is assigned. 
The identification letters are listed in 
Table 50.10-30 of Title 46. Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations. The use of tills revised 
marking procedure will permit identifi¬ 
cation of the Marine Inspection Office 
responsible for inspecting the equipment. 
If identification of the marine inspector 
becomes necessary, the Marine Inspec¬ 
tion Office can provide that information. 

Since these rules relate only to Coast 
Guard procedure and place no additional 
burden on any person, they are being 
issued without prior notice of proposed 
rule making and public comment pro¬ 
cedure. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Parts 160 and 163 of Chapter I, Title 46 
of the Code of Federal Regulations are 
amended as follows: 

Pari 160 [Amended] 

1. In |§ 160.002-5(g). 160.005-5(g). 
and 160.055-7(g) delete the words 


“(Port). (Inspector’s initials) ” and insert 
in their places the words “(Marine In¬ 
spection Office Identification letters).” 

2. In §§ 160.006-5(b) and 160.009-6(b) 
delete the words “(inspector’s initials), 
(port)’’ and insert in their places the 
words “(Marine Inspection Office identi¬ 
fication letters).” 

3. In two places in § 160.009-5 (a) and 
in § 160.009-6(a) delete the words “(In¬ 
spector's initials), (Port)” and insert in 
their places the words “(Marine Inspec¬ 
tion Office identification letters).” 

4. In §§ 160.010-7(j), 160.010-8(a). 
160.015-5(d), 160.018-8(a), 160.027-7(j). 
160.027-8(a), 160.031-6(a), and 160.032- 
5(d) delete the words “inspector’s ini¬ 
tials” and insert in their places the words 
“Marine Inspection Office identification 
letters.’’ 

5. In 55 160.021-4(0), 160.022-4(n), 

160.024-4<m). 160.026-6(g), 160.036-4 

(m), 160.037-4(p). and 160.057-4(m) de¬ 
lete the words “(port), Inspector’s ini¬ 
tials” and insert in their places the 
words “Marine Inspection Office identi¬ 
fication letters." 

6. In 5 160.032-5 (a)(1) delete the 
words “initials of his name” and insert 
in their place the words “Marine Inspec¬ 
tion Office Identification letters.” 

7. In 5 160.035-3(u) (7) (iv) delete the 
abbreviation “Inspand Insert in its 
place the abbreviation “OCMI.” 

8. In §§ 160.035-13(0(1), 160.051-8 
(a), 160.062-5(b)(l), and 160.062-5(b) 
(2), and in two places In 5 160.062-5(a) 
(2), delete the words “marine inspector’s 
initials” and insert in their places the 
words “Marine Inspection Office identi¬ 
fication letters.” 

9. In 5 160.039-5(a) delete the words 
“his initials, the port” and Insert In their 
place the words “the Marine Inspection 
Office identification letters.” 

10. In 5 160.040-5 (d) delete the w f ords 
“initials of the marine inspector” and 
insert in their place the words “Marine 
Inspection Office identification letters.” 

11. In 5 160.050-6(a) delete the words 
“(U.S.C.G. Inspector’s initials)” and in¬ 
sert in their place the words “U.S.C.G. 
(Marine Inspection Office identification 
letters).” 

12. In § 160.051-6(e) delete the words 
“the port, and the marine inspector’s 
initials” and insert in their place the 
words “and the Marine Inspection Of¬ 
fice identification letters.” 

13. In 5 160.062-4 (f) (1) (ill) delete the 
words “His initials” and insert in their 
place the words “The Marine Inspection 
Office identification letters.” 

14. In 5 160.062-4(f) (5) (ii) delete the 
words “his initials” and insert in their 
place the words “The Marine Inspection 
Office identification letters.” 

15. In § 163.001-7(a) revise the second 
sentence to read 

g 163.001—7 Nameplate and marking. 

(a) • • • Where the tests have been 
witnessed by a Coast Guard inspector, 
the Marine Inspection Office identifica¬ 
tion letters are used, followed by the 
letters “U.8.C.O." 

• * » • » 
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(46 U.S.C. 375, 416. 481; 49 U.S.C. 1655(b); 
49 CFR 1.4(b), and 1.46) 

Effective date: April 12, 1976. 

Dated: March 8, 1976. 

O. W. Silver, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant . 
|FR Doc.76-6991 Piled 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER I—BUREAU OF SPORT FISHER¬ 
IES AND WILDLIFE, U.S. FISH AND 

WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF 

THE INTERIOR 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Bowdoin National Wildlife Refuge; 

Montana 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective March 11, 1976. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport flailing, 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 

Montana 

BOWDOIN NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing by rod, reel and pole, bow 
and arrow and the capturing of bait fish 
(minnows) by seine and minnow trap on 
Bowdoin National Wildlife Refuge. Phil¬ 
lips County, Montana is permitted on a 
year-round basis, but only on areas des¬ 
ignated by signs as open to fishing. These 
open areas are delineated on maps avail¬ 
able at refuge headquarters, seven miles 
east of Malta, Montana and from the 
Regional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish¬ 
eries and Wildlife. P.O. Box 25486, Den¬ 
ver, Colorado 80225. Sport fishing shall 
be in accordance with all applicable State 
regulations. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33, and 
are effective through December 31, 1976. 

John R. Foster, 
Refuge Manager , Bowdoin Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Malta, 
Montana. 

January 1 , 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-6956 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Red Rock Lakes National Wildlife Refuge, 
Montana 

The following special regulations are 
issued and are effective March 11, 1976. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fishing, 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 

Montana 

RED ROCK LAKES NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing is permitted as posted 
from the third Saturday in June through 
November (June 19 through November 
30, 1976). All areas open to fishing are 
delineated on a map available at the 
refuge headquarters and from the office 
of the Area Manager, U.S. Fish & Wild¬ 
life Service, 711 Central Avenue, Billings, 
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Montana 59102. Areas closed the entire 
year include Upper and Lower Red Rock 
Lakes, Rivermarsh and Shambow Pond. 

Sport fishing will be in accordance with 
all applicable State of Montana regula¬ 
tions subject to the following special 
conditions: 

(1) Boats with motors are prohibited. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations. Part 33, 
and are effective through December 31, 
1976. 

E. D. Stroops, 

Refuge Manager, Red Rock Lakes 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

March 1, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-6957 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


PART 33—SPORT FISHING 
UL Bend National Wildlife Refuge 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective March 11. 1976. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fishing, 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 

Montana 

UL BEND NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing with hook and line and 
bow and arrow on UL Bend National 
Wildlife Refuge, Phillips County, Mon¬ 
tana is permitted on a year round basis 
on the entire refuge. Maps are available 
from refuge headquarters, seven miles 
east of Malta, Montana and from the 
Regional Director, U.S. Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service, P.O. Box 25483. Denver, 
Colorado 80225. Sport fishing shall be in 
accordance with all applicable State 
regulations. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33, and 
are effective through December 31, 1976. 

John R. Foster, 
Refuge Manager, UL Bend Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Malta, 
Montana. 

January 1 , 1967 

[FR Doc.76-7006 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Charles M. Russell National Wildlife Range 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective on March 11, 1976. 

§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game birds, for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 

Montana 

CHARLES M. RUSSELL NATIONAL 
WILDLIFE RANGE 

Hunting of male Merriam’s turkey is 
permitted in two areas of the Charles M. 
Russell National Wildlife Range in ac¬ 
cordance with all applicable State regula¬ 
tions. The only areas open to turkey 


hunting are that portion of Garfield 
County, Montana, inside the Charles M 
Russell National Wildlife Range, lying 
west of Hell Creek State Park and that 
portion of Fergus County, Montana, in¬ 
side the Charles M. Russell National 
Wildlife Range. 

These hunting areas comprising ap¬ 
proximately 160,000 acres, are delineated 
on maps available at refuge headquar¬ 
ters, Lewistown, MT, and from the area 
oflice headquarters, U.S. Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service, 711 Central Avenue, Billings, 
MT 59102. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern upland game bird hunting on 
wildlife refuge areas generally which are 
set forth in Title 50, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 32, and are effective 
through August 31, 1976. 

Larry L. Calvert, 
Refuge Manager, Charles M. 

Russell National Wildlife 

Range, Lewistoum, Montana. 

March 4, 1976. 

[FR Doo.76-7125 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 

Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET* 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE* 
TABLES, NUTS) DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Navel Orange Reg. 371) 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN 
ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
California-Arizona Navel oranges that 
may be shipped to fresh market during 
the weekly regulation period March 12- 
18, 1976. It is issued pursuant to the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended, and Marketing Order 
No. 907. The quantity of Navel oranges so 
fixed w f as arrived at after consideration 
of the total available supply of Navel 
oranges, the quantity currently available 
for market, the fresh market demand for 
Navel oranges, Navel orange prices, and 
the relationship of season average re¬ 
turns to the parity price for Navel 
oranges. 

§ 907.671 Navel Orange Regulation 371. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907), regulating the handling of Navel 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Navel 
Orange Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the said amended 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that the limitation of 
handling of such Navel oranges, as here- 
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inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) The need for this regulation to 
limit the respective quantities of Navel 
oranges that may be marketed from Dis¬ 
trict 1, District 2, and District 3 during 
the ensuing week stems from the pro¬ 
duction and marketing situation con¬ 
fronting the Navel orange industry. 

(i) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantities of Navel oranges that should 
be marketed during the next succeeding 
week. Such recommendation, designed to 
provide equity of marketing opportunity 
to handlers in all districts, resulted from 
consideration of the factors enumerated 
in the order. The committee further re¬ 
ports that tiie fresh market demand for 
Navel oranges is only fair but picking up. 

Prices f.o.b. averaged $3.29 a carton on 
a reported sales volume of 1,101 carlots 
last week, compared with an average 
f.o.b. price of $3.36 per carton and sales 
of 1,069 carlots a week earlier. 

Track and rolling supplies at 485 cars 
were up 91 cars from last week. 

(ii) Having considered the recommen¬ 
dation and information submitted by the 
committee, and other available informa¬ 
tion, the Secretary finds that the respec¬ 
tive quantities of Navel oranges which 
may be handled should be fixed as here¬ 
inafter set forth. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date \vhen information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time this regulation 
must become effective in order to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the act is in¬ 
sufficient, and a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet¬ 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply 
and market conditions for Navel oranges 
and the need for regulation; interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation, in¬ 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and information con¬ 
cerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han¬ 
dlers of such Navel oranges; It is neces¬ 
sary, in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act, to make this regula¬ 
tion effective during the period herein 
specified; and compliance with this reg¬ 
ulation will not require any special prep¬ 
aration on the part of persons subject 
hereto which cannot be completed on or 
before the effective date hereof. Such 
committee meeting was held on March 
9. 1976. 
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(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti¬ 
ties of Navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period March 
12, 1976, through March 18, 1976, are 
hereby fixed as follows: 

(1) District 1: 1,066,000 cartons; 

(ii) District 2: 234,000 cartons; 

(lii) District 3: Unlimited movement." 

(2) As used in this section, "handled," 
"District 1." "District 2" "District 3," 
and "carton" have the same meaning as 
when usee} in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated; March 10.1976. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Service . 

(FR Doc.76-7237 Filed 3-10-76:11:28 ami 


| Valencia Orange Reg. 5241 

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES GROWN 

IN ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART 

OF CALIFORNIA 

Minimum Size Requirement 

This regulation sets a minimum size 
requirement of 2.20 inches in diameter 
applicable to the handling of Valencia 
oranges grown in District 3 of the pro¬ 
duction area of California and Arizona 
during the period March 12 through 
April 29,1976. Such action is necessary to 
satisfy current and prospective market 
demand for shipments of fresh Cali- 
fomia^Arizona Valencia oranges.' The 
specified minimum size requirement is 
consistent with the size composition and 
available supply of the developing crop 
of Valencia oranges in District 3. 

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 

§908.824. Valencia Orange Regulation 
524. 

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amen ded, and Order 
No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 908), 
regulating the handling of Valencia or¬ 
anges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendation and in¬ 
formation submitted by the Valencia Or¬ 
ange Administrative Committee, estab¬ 
lished under the said amended marketing 
agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it Is hereby found 
that the regulation of shipments of such 
Valencia oranges, as hereinafter pro¬ 
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. 

(2) The minimum size requirement 
specified herein reflects the Department's 
appraisal of the crop and current and 
prospective marketing conditions during 
the period March 12 through April 29, 
1976. The 1975-76 season crop of Valencia 
oranges is currently estimated at 43,500 
carlots, while last year’s production 
amounted to about 63,000 and production 
for the previous year amounted to nearly 


104.39 

43,100 carlots. Demand in regulated mar¬ 
ket channels will require an increase in 
percentage of the new crop to about 43 
percent of the volume, and the remaining 
57 percent will be available for utilization 
in export, processing ,and other outlets. 
Demand in regulated markets last year 
amounted to 35 percent of the volume, 
and the remaining 65 percent was utilized 
in export, processing, and other outlets. 
Fresh shipments of Valencia oranges 
from District 3 are expected to begin 
about March 12, 1976. The volume and 
size composition of the crop of Valencia 
oranges grown in District 3 are such that 
ample supplies of the more desirable 
sizes are available to satisfy the demand 
in regulated channels. The regulation 
herein specified is designed to permit 
shipment of ample supplies of fruit of 
acceptable sizes in the interest of both 
giowers and consumers. The action is 
necessary to maintain orderly marketing 
conditions, provide consumer satisfac¬ 
tion. and guard against the shipment of 
undesirable sizes of Valencia oranges, 
which tend to weaken the market for 
such fruit. The regulation, therefore, is 
consistent with the objective of the act 
of promoting orderly marketing and pro¬ 
tecting the interest of consumers. 

(3) It is hereby found that it is im¬ 
practicable and contrary to the public in¬ 
terest to give preliminary notice, engage 
in public rulemaking procedure, and 
postpone the effective date of this regu¬ 
lation until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which is regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regula¬ 
tion must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet¬ 
ing, after giving due notice thereof, to 
consider supply and market conditions 
for Valencia oranges and the need for 
regulation; interested persons were af¬ 
forded an opportunity to submit infor¬ 
mation and views at this meeting; the 
recommendation and supporting infor¬ 
mation for regulation during the period 
specified herein were promptly submitted 
to the Department after such meeting 
was held; the provisions of this regula¬ 
tion are identical with the aforesaid rec¬ 
ommendation of the committee, and In¬ 
formation concerning such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such Valencia or¬ 
anges; it is necessary, in order to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the act, to make 
this regulation effective during the period 
herein specified; and compliance with 
this regulation will not require any spe¬ 
cial preparation on the part of persons 
subject hereto which cannot be com¬ 
pleted on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was held 
on February 20, 1976. Necessary supple¬ 
mental information was received on Feb¬ 
ruary 23, 1976. 
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Order. <a> During the period March 
12. 1976. through April 29. 1976. no han¬ 
dler shall handle any Valencia oranges 
grown in District 3 which are of a size 
smaller than 2.20 inches in diameter, 
which shall be the largest measurement 
at a right angle to a straight line run¬ 
ning from the stem to the blossom end 
of the fruit : Provided , That not to ex¬ 
ceed 5 percent, by count, of the Valencia 
oranges contained in any type of con¬ 
tainer any measure smaller than 2.20 
inches in diameter. 

tb) As used in this section, “handle**, 
“handler *, and “District 3“ shall have 
the same meaning as when used in said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order. 

It is hereby certified that the economic 
and inflationary impact of regulations of 
Valencia oranges throughout the 1975- 
76 season in the form of minimum size 
has been carefully evaluated in accord¬ 
ance with OMB Circular A-107. 

(Secs. 1—19, 48 Stat. 31, as rmended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated March 8, 1976 to become effec¬ 
tive March 12.1976. 

Director . Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service. 

(PR Doc.76-7082 Piled 3-10-76:8:45 am) 


PART 910—HANDLING OF LEMONS 
GROWN IN CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Prorate Bases and Allotment 

This document amends the rules and 
regulations under Marketing Order No. 
910. regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona. The or¬ 
der contains a provision under which a 
handler may receive prorate base ad¬ 
justments which results in his receiving 
allotment to ship lemons on an acceler¬ 
ated basis during the first half of his 
season subject to compensating adjust¬ 
ments to effect repayment in the last half 
of his season. This amendment w'ould 
provide handlers an alternative method 
of satisfying repayment obligations 
which enables them to avoid uneconomic 
harvesting and handling of lemons. 

Notice was published in the Federal 
Register on February 6. 1976 (41 FR 
5402), that the Department was giving 
consideration to a proposed amendment, 
hereinafter set forth, to the rules and 
regulatio ns (S ubpart—Rules and Regu¬ 
lations; 7 CFR 910.100-910.180) currently 
effective pursuant to the applicable pro¬ 
visions of the marketing agreement, as 
amended, and Order No. 910, as amended 
(7 CFR Part 910), regulating the han¬ 
dling of lemons grown in Arizona and 
designated part of California, hereinafter 
referred to as the “order/* This is a reg¬ 
ulatory program effective under the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended <7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

The amendment was unanimously rec¬ 
ommended by the Lemon Administrative 
Committee established under the order 
as the agency to administer its terms and* 
provisions. Said notice provided that in¬ 


terested persons could submit written 
data, views, or arguments until Febru¬ 
ary 20, 1976, for consideration in con¬ 
nection with the proposed amendment. 
None were received. However, during the 
notice period the committee reviewed the 
provision in the proposal which specified 
“The committee may establish such 
minimum quantities of lemons remaining 
on the tree as it deems feasible to cer¬ 
tify**. and recommended that a more 
specific provision be included in lieu 
thereof. Such provision as hereinafter set 
forth provides that to be eligible for cer¬ 
tification, acreage shall be comprised of 
trees on which the remaining quantity 
of lemons on a per acre basis is equal to 
10 percent of the prior three year aver¬ 
age per acre production for the district 
or at least 70 carton equivalents per acre. 

Under 8 910.53 of the order the prorate 
base of each handler is computed on the 
basis of the average weekly quantity of 
lemons picked and delivered to his pack¬ 
inghouse in a specified base period. A 
handler receives allotment to ship lemons 
proportional to the relationship his 
prorate base bears to the total of the 
prorate bases of all handlers. However, 
the order also contains a provision in the 
aforesaid section which permits a han¬ 
dler upon application to the committee 
to receive, during the first half of his 
shipping season, an upward adjustment 
in his average weekly picks equal to 50 
percent of such average which results in 
his receiving extra allotment during such 
period, subject to an offsetting adjust¬ 
ment during the last half of his shipping 
season to effect repayment of the extra 
allotment received. Hence, during the re¬ 
payment period a substantial part of the 
handlers allotment rather than being 
available for use by the handler to ship 
lemons in regulated channels is withheld 
as an offset against the upward adjust¬ 
ment he received. 

This amendment to the rules and reg¬ 
ulations specifies an alternate repayment 
procedure whereby handlers receiving 
upward adjustments would be permitted 
to repay such upward adjustments by 
leaving an appropriate quantity . of 
lemons on the trees during the period 
repayment is required. Often the fruit 
remaining on the trees at the time repay¬ 
ment is required is of marginal quality 
and the demand for such fruit is weak. 
Consequently, fruit harvested to repay 
the upward adjustment may be disposed 
of only at a loss to the handler. 

The procedure would permit the han¬ 
dler to repay his upward adjustment by 
obtaining a written certification from 
the committee that the volume of fruit 
remaining on the trees is sufficient to 
offset the handler’s repayment obliga¬ 
tion. The committee’s field department 
would make an on-site estimate of such 
fruit to enable issuance of such certifica¬ 
tion. The handler would then receive an 
offset equal to the repayment required 
during each week of the repayment pe¬ 
riod. If during such repayment period, 
the handler elects to pick lemons, any 
allotment earned on such lemons would 
still be applied to the required repay¬ 
ment. The lemons could be disposed of in 


export or to products which are not regu 
lated and do not require allotment. 

Section 910.153(e)(5) is amended b 
adding a new subdivision (iv), reading as 
follows: 

§ 910.153 Prorate ba*r** anil allotments. 


(e> • • • 
(5) • • • 


(iv) The obligation for repayment of 
upward adjustments shall be deemed 
satisfied upon fulfillment of the follow¬ 
ing conditions: 

(a) Any handler who desires to take 
advantage of the provisions of this sub¬ 
section, shall, not less than three weeks 
prior to the date he wishes to stop 
picking, file a request with the committee 
stating the date that he intends to stop 
picking and request committee certifica¬ 
tion of the crop remaining under his 
control to be picked. To be eligible for 
certification the designated acreage shall 
be comprised of trees on which the re¬ 
maining quantity of lemons on a per acre 
basis is equal to 10 percent of the prior 
three year average per acre production 
for the district or at least 70 carton 
equivalents per acre. 

(b) The committee shall conduct sucli 
investigation as it deems necessary to 
verify the quantity of lemons on the 
trees, and shall promptly notify the 
handler as to its certification findings. 

* • • • • 

It Is hereby found that it is imprac¬ 
ticable, unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest to engage in further no¬ 
tice and good cause exists for not post¬ 
poning the effective date hereof until 
30 days after publication in the Federal 
Register (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) the 
handling of lemons is now in progress 
subject to regulated weekly allotment 
provisions of the order and to be of 
maximum benefit the provisions of this 
amendment should become effective at 
the time specified herein. (2) this 
amendment would provide handlers an 
alternative method of satisfying allot¬ 
ment repayment obligations of upward 
adjustments which enables them to avoid 
uneconomic harvesting and handling of 
lemons, and (3) the effective time hereof 
will not require of handlers any prepara¬ 
tion that cannot be completed prior 
thereto. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C* 
601-674) 

Dated: March 8. 1976, to become effec¬ 
tive March 11,1976. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Acting Director „ Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

(PR Doc.76-7005 Piled 3-10-70:8:45 am) 


(Arndt. 2] 

PART 971—LETTUCE GROWN IN LOWER 
RIO GRANDE VALLEY IN SOUTH TEXAS 

Handling Regulation 

This amendment relieves the Sunday 
packaging prohibition for the remainder 
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of the season. Recent rainy weather has 
reduced harvest and packing. This 
amendment is necessary so that the in¬ 
dustry can have sufficient operating time 
to satisfy existing and prospective orders 
for lettuce. 

Findings, (a) Pursuant to Marketing 
Agreement No. 144 and Order No. 971 (7 
CFR Part 971) regulating the handling 
of lettuce grown in the Lower Rio Grande 
Valley in South Texas it is hereby found 
that the amendment to the handling reg¬ 
ulation, hereinafter set forth, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. This program is effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937. as amended <7 U.S.C. 601 et 
seq.). The amendment is based upon 
recommendations and information sub¬ 
mitted by the South Texas Lettuce Com¬ 
mittee, established pursuant to said mar¬ 
keting agreement and order and upon 
other available information. 

(b) It is hereby found that it is im¬ 
practical and contrary to the public in¬ 
terest to give preliminary notice, or to 
engage in public rule making procedure, 
and that good cause exists for not post¬ 
poning the effective date of this amend¬ 
ment until 30 days after publication in 
the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 553) in 
that (1) this amendment must become 
effective immediately if producers are to 
derive any benefits therefrom. (2) com¬ 
pliance with this amendment will not 
require any special preparation on the 
part of handlers, (3) information re¬ 
garding the proposed amendment has 
been made available to producers and 
handlers in the production area, and <4) 
this amendment relieves restrictions on 
the handling of lettuce grown in the 
production area. 

Regulation , as amended. 

In § 971.316 (40 FR 53225; 59589) the 
introductory paragraph is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 97 1.316 Handling regulation. 

During the period beginning the effec¬ 
tive date hereof through March 31. 1976, 
no person shall handle any lot of lettuce 
grown In the production area unless such 
lettuce meets the requirements of para¬ 
graphs (a), (b), <c), and (d) of this 
section, or unless such lettuce is handled 
in accordance with paragraphs (e) or 
<f> of this section. 

• • • • • 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 St&t. 31. as amended; 7 US.C. 
601-674). 

Effective date. Dated March 5, 1976. to 
become effective upon signing. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Acting Director , Fruit arid Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

I PR Doc.76-6905 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


CHAPTER XVIII—FARMERS HOME ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

PART 1804—PLANNING AND 

PERFORMING DEVELOPMENT WORK 

Subpart C—Handling Construction 
Complaints 

Deletion of Subpart 

Subpart C of Part 1804. “Handling 
Construction Complaints,” (37 FR 9618) 
is deleted from Chapter XVIII, Title 7 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. The 
provisions of this Subpart have been su¬ 
perseded by and partially incorporated 
into a new Subpart C of Part 1918. Sub¬ 
chapter I of this Chapter. 

(Delegation of authority by the Sec. of Agri., 
7 CFR 2.23; delegation of authority by the 
Asst. Sec. for Rural Development, 7 CFR 
2.70) 

Effective date. This deletion is effective 
March 11, 1976. 

Dated: March 3, 1976. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 

| PR Doc.76-6908 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am | 


SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS AND GRANTS 
PRIMARILY FOR REAL ESTATE PURPOSES 

PART 1822—RURAL HOUSING LOANS 
AND GRANTS 

Subpart J—Unsatisfactory Performance or 

Improper Action by Persons Dealing with 

Farmers Home Administration Rural 

Housing (RH) Applicants, Borrowers, and 

Grantees 

Deletion of Subpart 

Subpart J of Part 1822, “Unsatisfac¬ 
tory Performance or Improper Action by 
Persons Dealing with Fanners Home Ad¬ 
ministration Rural Housing (RH> Ap¬ 
plicants, Borrowers, and Grantees,” (36 
FR 13766) is deleted from Chapter 
XVIII, Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. The provisions of this Sub- 
part have been superseded by and par¬ 
tially incorporated into a new Subpart C 
of Part 1918, Subchapter I of this 
Chapter. 

(Delegation of authority by the Sec. of Agri. 
7 CPR 2.23; delegation of authority by the 
Asst. Sec. for Rural Development. 7 CPR 
2.70) 

Effective date. This deletion is effective 
March 11, 1976. 

Dated: March 3, 1976. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration . 

|FR Doc.76-6909 Piled 3-10-76:8:45 am] 
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SUBCHAPTER I—LOAN AND GRANT PROGRAMS 
DEVELOPMENT (INDIVIDUAL) 

PART 1918—PLANNING AND PERFORM¬ 
ING DEVELOPMENT (INDIVIDUAL) 

Subpart C—Complaints, Suspension, and 
Debarment Proceedings 

Debarment Regulations 

There is hereby established under 
Chapter XVIII, Title 7, a new Subchap¬ 
ter I, “Loan and Grant Programs (Indi¬ 
vidual) ,” Part 1918, “Planning and Per¬ 
forming Development (Individual > 
Subparts A through C, in the Code of 
Federal Regulations. Present regulations 
pertaining to complaints, suspension, 
and debarment, Subpart C of Part 1804, 
“Handling Construction Complaints” 
and Subpart J of Part 1822, “Unsatisfac¬ 
tory Performance or Improper Action by 
Persons Dealing with Rural Housing 
(RH > Applicants, Borrowers, and Grant¬ 
ees” are revised and redesignated as new 
Subpart C. “Complaints, Suspension, and 
Debarment Proceedings,” (§§ 1918.101- 
1918.150). New Subparts A and B are 
reserved. 

On February 26, 1975, there was pub¬ 
lished a notice of proposed rulemaking 
in the Federal Register (39 FR 8212) 
proposing to add a new Part 1817, which 
would have replaced the present regula¬ 
tion, Subpart J of Part 1822. Tills pro¬ 
posal prescribed the action to be taken 
by the Farmers Home Administration 
(FmHA) when there is need for admin¬ 
istrative action against any person or 
any representative or affiliate thereof in 
any program administered by FmHA 
Since publication of the proposed new 
Part 1817, FmHA has established two 
new parts under Chapter XVIII: Parts 
1900 and 2000. The proposed new Part, 
instead of being designated Part 1817. 
will be added and designated as Subpart 
C of Part 1918 of this chapter. 

Interested persons were given the op¬ 
portunity to submit, not later than April 
28. 1975, comments, suggestions or ob¬ 
jections regarding the proposed addi¬ 
tion of Part 1817 to this Chapter. Com¬ 
ments and suggestions were received 
and given due consideration. The com¬ 
ments have resulted in editorial changes 
for clarification and in the following 
substantive changes: 

(A> Revisions and amendments. 

(1) Revision has been made to clarify 
and condense the purpose of the regula¬ 
tion. 

(2) The regulation has been amended 
to clarify the definition of a person. 

(3) The regulation has been amended 
to clarify the designation of the list 
officer. 

(4) The section regarding the selec¬ 
tion of tlie time and place of any re¬ 
quested meeting to answer the notice has 
been clarified. 
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<5> The section pertaining to the de¬ 
barment determination has been clari¬ 
fied. 

(B> Additions to regulations. 

(1 > Sureties and insurance companies 
have been Included in the definition of a 
person. 

<2> A section has been added to pro¬ 
vide for^he handling of dwelling con¬ 
struction and other complaints. 

(3) A section has been added to in¬ 
clude, as grounds for debarment, the 
violation of PmHA nondiscrimination or 
equal opportunity requirements. 

(4) Provision has been made to inform 
complainants of the disposition of their 
complaints. 

(5) Provision has been added for Of¬ 
fice of General Counsel telephone ap¬ 
proval of temporary suspension proceed¬ 
ings. 

(6) A requirement that a list of af¬ 
filiates be included in the notice of pro¬ 
posed debarment has been added. 

Accordingly new Subpart C of Part 
1918 is set forth below. 

Subparts A-B [Reserved] 

Subpart C—Complaints, Suspension, and 
Department Proceedings 

Sec. 

1918.101 Purpose. 

1918.102 Policy and scope. 

1918.103 Definitions. 

1918.104-1918.109 (Reserved]. 

1918.110 Complaints. 

1918.111 Dwelling construction complaints. 

1918.112 Handling of dwelling construction 

complaints. 

1918.113-1918.119 [ Reserved 1. 

1918.120 Sanctions. 

1918.121 Grounds for debarment. 
1918.122-1918.125 (Reserved]. 

1918.126 Procedure for debarment and tem¬ 
porary suspension. 
1918.127-1918.129 (Reserved]. 

1918.130 Suspension and debarment lists. 
1918.131-1918.150 (Reserved]. 

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 1989; 42 U.S.C. 1480; 
40 TJJ5.C. 442; 42 U.S.C. 2942; 5 USC 301; Sec. 
10 Pli. 93-357. 88 Stat 392; delegation of au¬ 
thority by Sec. of Agri., 7 CPR 2.23; delega¬ 
tion of authority by the Asst. Sec. for Rural 
Development. 7 CPR 2.70; delegations of au¬ 
thority by Dir., OEO, 29 FR 14764, 33 PR 
9850. 

Subparts A-B [ Reserved ] 

Subpart C—Complaints, Suspension, and 
Department Proceedings 

§ 1918.101 Purpose. 

The purpose of tills Subpart is to pre¬ 
scribe the action to be taken by the 
Farmers Home Administration (FmHA) 
when there are complaints or when there 
is need for administrative action against 
any person, or any representative or 
affiliate thereof. 

§ 1918.102 Policy and scope. 

This Subpart applies to both individ¬ 
ual- and group-type loans or grants in 
connection with any program admin¬ 
istered by the FmHA. Any action to be 
taken under this Subpart is to be cor¬ 
rective or for the protection of the public 
Interest. 

§ 1918.103 Definitions. 

(a) Person . For the purposes of this 
Subpart a person is an individual, un¬ 
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incorporated association, trust, corpora¬ 
tion, partnership, or other entity, such 
as a purchaser, builder, contractor, 
dealer, supplier, realtor, surety, insur¬ 
ance company, broker, packager, sales¬ 
man, escrow agent, sales agent, lender, 
holder, engineer, architect, inspector, or 
attorney, or any representative, affiliate 
or successor in interest thereof. 

(b) Debarment. Debarment is the ex¬ 
clusion from participation in FmHA pro¬ 
grams for a reasonable period of time 
commensurate with the seriousness of 
the person’s offense or failure, or the in¬ 
adequacy of his performance. 

(c) Temporary suspension. Tempo¬ 
rary suspension is the disqualification 
from FmHA programs for a temporary 
period of time in conjunction with debar¬ 
ment proceedings. 

(d) Affiliates. Persons are affiliates of 
each other when directly or indirectly 
one person controls or has the power to 
control another or when a third party 
controls or has the power to control both. 

(e) OGC. The Office of the General 
Counsel performing legal services for the 
FmHA. 

(f) List Officer. A person designated 
by the Administrator of FmHA to com¬ 
pile and maintain a list of persons sus¬ 
pended and debarred by the Agency. 

(g) FmHA representatives. The State 
Director or a qualified individual desig¬ 
nated by the State Director to preside 
over a meeting under these regulations. 

(h) Days. This refers to calendar days. 

(i) Filing. An item is filed when it is 
delivered in hand. 

(j) Notices. All notices to be sent to a 
person in accordance with these regula¬ 
tions will be sent by certified mail, re¬ 
turn receipt requested. 

§ 1918.104-1918.109 [Reserved] 

§ 1918.110 Complaints. 

When a matter subject to action under 
this subpart arises involving unsatisfac¬ 
tory performance or improper action by 
persons dealing with applicants, borrow¬ 
ers, and grantees, a complainant may 
submit all information to the County 
Supervisor. The County Supervisor will 
attempt to resolve the problem, assisted 
if necessary, by the District Director. If 
the complaint is not resolved, the County 
Supervisor will forward the complaint 
and all related information to the State 
Director for review and assistance. Com¬ 
plainants may, if they prefer, submit 
their complaint directly to the State Di¬ 
rector, whose address may be obtained 
at any FmHA County Office. 

§ 1918.111 Dwelling construction com¬ 
plaints. 

(a) General. The County Supervisor is 
charged with the responsibility of receiv¬ 
ing and resolving, with such assistance 
and advice as he deems necessary, all 
complaints concerning the construction 
of houses financed by the Farmers Home 
Administration (FmHA). The County 
Supervisor must decide whether the com¬ 
plaints are “justified” or “not justified.” 
If a complaint is justified, the builder is 
expected to make the necessary correc¬ 


tions. If it is not justified, the builder is 
not obligated to correct the defect. The 
handling of construction complaints is a 
matter of prime importance because the 
FmHA has an interest not only in assist¬ 
ing the borrower-owner, but also in pro¬ 
tecting its financial position in the prop¬ 
erty. The desire to retain homeownership 
is directly related to the homeowner's 
satisfaction with his house. If the home- 
owner is dissatisfied with the condition 
of his property, he will be less likely to 
maintain the property and less likely to 
meet his financial obligations with re¬ 
spect to it. 

(b) Justified Complaints. A “justified 
complaint” means a complaint is justi¬ 
fied if: 

(1) It is covered by the warranty. 

(2) It is received within the warranty 
period: Provided. That a complaint mav 
be made after 1 year if there is evidence 
of accelerated deterioration of structural 
soundness or material failure in advance 
of normal life expectancy and the defect 
can be ascertained with exactness to be 
the builder’s responsibility: and 

(3) It is determined that: (i) The con¬ 
struction is defective in workmanship, 
material, or equipment, or 

(ii) That the structure has not been 
constructed in accordance with the ap¬ 
proved drawings and specifications, or 

(ill) The structure does not comply 
with FmHA’s Minimum Property Stand¬ 
ards; or 

(iv) The property does not meet code 
requirements. 

(c) Not justified complaint. A “not jus¬ 
tified complaint” means any complaint 
that does not meet the definition of a 
justified complaint. If the complaint is 
not justified, the repairs are the respon¬ 
sibility of the homeowner who should be 
encouraged to make them immediately to 
preserve the property. 

(1) Examples of complaints that are 
not justified are those involving the ques¬ 
tion of who is responsible for such mat¬ 
ters as: 

(1) The repairs of cracks attributed to 
normal curing or settlement. 

(ii> The repairs of leaky faucets. 

(ill) The application of protective 
painting and grouting to prevent acceler¬ 
ated deterioration of material. 

(iv) Normal care of mechanical 
equipment. 

(v) Changing the contour of the land 
or drainage system. 

<vl) Keeping the well free from 
contamination. 

(vii) Cleaning of individual sewage dis¬ 
posal systems. 

§1918.112 Handling of dwelling con¬ 
struction complaints. 

The County Supervisor is assigned the 
function of receiving and resolving with 
such assistance and advice as he deems 
necessary, all complaints concerning the 
construction of FmHA financed housing 
in the following manner: 

(a) Each complaining homeowner 
should be requested to make a written 
complaint, but an oral complaint may be 
accepted if making a written complaint 
will impose a hardship. 
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(b) The homeowner will be told that 
he must first endeavor to resolve the 
complaint with the builder. 

(1) The homeowner should be urged to 
give the builder a written list of the al¬ 
leged defects, except where it would In¬ 
volve a hardship. 

(2) The homeowner should be In¬ 
formed that if after 30 days the defects 
have not been corrected or other satis¬ 
factory arrangements have not been 
made by the builder, the homeowner 
should so notify the County Supervisor, 
preferably in writing. 

(c) If the County Supervisor does not 
hear from the homeowner within 30 days, 
he can reasonably assume that the com¬ 
plaint has been satisfied, unless he has 
or receives Information to the contrary. 

(d) If the homeowner notifies the 
County Supervisor that the complaint 
has not been satisfied, the County Super¬ 
visor should request the howeowner to 
furnish copies of all correspondence be¬ 
tween the builder and himself, and, un¬ 
less it would involve a hardship, reduce 
the complaint to writing if that has not 
already been done. 

(e) The County Supervisor should 
write the builder and notify him of the 
homeowner’s complaint and request the 
Immediate correction of the defects. 

(f) If the builder informs the Pm HA 
that he has corrected or will correct the 
alleged defects, the County Supervisor 
will notify the homeowner by letter and 
the case will be closed unless a subse¬ 
quent complaint is received from the 
homeowner. 

(g) If no reply is received from the 
builder within 15 days, the County Su¬ 
pervisor should send a followup letter to 
the builder. 

(h) If the builder fails to respond with 
in 15 days thereafter, the County Super¬ 
visor should advise the homeowner that 
the builder has not responded to FmHA’s 
inquiries and it is presumed that he will 
not correct the alleged defects. 

(1) Tlie County Supervisor should 
make a finding that: 

(1) None of the complaints are Justi¬ 
fied, or 

(2) Some of the complaints are justi¬ 
fied. or 

(3) All of the complaints are justified. 

Note: Advice and assistance must be ob¬ 
tained before the question of responsibility 
can be determined. Such advice and assist¬ 
ance should be sought Immediately. 

(j) If the County Supervisor is unable 
to reconcile differences within a reason¬ 
able period of time, and if a review of his 
findings is desired by either the home¬ 
owner or the builder, the County Super¬ 
visor should refer the complete file, in¬ 
cluding all correspondence, to the Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor. Should the parties fail 
to resolve their differences, the findings 
of the County and District Supervisor 
with all related correspondence should 
be referred to the State Director for re¬ 
view and final determination. Such a 
proceeding should be very Informal. The 
principal goal is to work out a satisfac¬ 
tory solution w T hile avoiding unnecessary 
expense. 


<k) Should a builder decline to cor¬ 
rect a justified complaint after being of¬ 
ficially requested in w'riting to do so, for¬ 
mal suspension and debarment proceed¬ 
ings-should be instituted promptly. If 
the builder fails to reply to official cor¬ 
respondence, his failure can be taken as 
his refusal to correct the justified com¬ 
plaint. Also, a builder’s inability to cor¬ 
rect a justified complaint constitutes 
noncompliance. 

(l) In all instances involving a com¬ 
plaint, the County Supervisor shall noti¬ 
fy the homeowner and builder in writing 
at each stage of their respective obliga¬ 
tions. They shall both be informed of the 
final disposition of the case. All letters 
must be courteous and clearly state the 
position of the FmHA. 

(m) All action In connection with 
complaints shall be maintained in a com¬ 
plaint file under the builder’s name. A 
chronological history of every action of 
the complaint from date of receipt to 
the date of final disposition shall be kept 
in the file as well as related documentary 
Information. Such records should be re¬ 
viewed periodically for the purpose of 
evaluating the performance of such 
builders or for formulating a course of 
action to be taken. 

§ 1918.113-1918.119 [Reserved] 

§ 1918.120 Sanctions. 

(a) General. Debarment and tempo¬ 
rary suspension are drastic actions which 
may severely affect the economic well¬ 
being of the persons debarred or sus¬ 
pended. They shall not be based upon an 
unsupported accusation. In assessing 
whether adequate evidence exists for in¬ 
voking this procedure, consideration 
should be given to the amount of credi¬ 
ble evidence which is available, to the 
existence or absence of corroboration as 
to important allegations, as well as to the 
inferences which may be properly drawn 
from the existence or absence of affirma¬ 
tive facts. 

Debarment. Debarment may be 
imposed by the State Director, for a spec¬ 
ified period of time, generally not to 
exceed 3 years, except In more serious 
cases. Debarment may also be imposed 
for a short, indefinite period of time, 
pending correction of the conditions 
which led to the debarment. 

(c) Temporary suspension . Temporary 
suspension may be imposed by the State 
Director pending the debarment deter¬ 
mination only in cases where immediate 
action is necessary to protect the inter¬ 
est of the FmHA and its program bor¬ 
rowers or grantees. The interests of the 
person to be suspended must be reason¬ 
ably deemed to be of less importance 
than that of the FmHA or its program 
participants. Temporary suspension 
must be based on adequate evidence sup¬ 
porting at least one of the grounds listed 
under § 1918.121. When a debarment de¬ 
termination adverse to the person is ap¬ 
pealed. temporary suspension is auto¬ 
matic. 

§ 1918.121 Grounds for dcbnrment. 

(a) A person may be debarred if any 
of the following have occurred within a 


reasonable period of time prior to insti¬ 
tution of debarment proceedings: 

(1) Serious or repetitive violation of 
any of the provisions of any laws admin¬ 
istered by FmHA or any regulation is¬ 
sued thereunder. 

(2) Serious or repetitive failure to per¬ 
form obligations or carry out representa¬ 
tions or warranties made to FmHA or to 
any borrower or grantee under any pro¬ 
gram administered by FmHA. 

(3) Acts of misconduct where a lack 
of business integrity directly affecting 
responsibility to participate in FmHA 
programs is indicated, including but not 
limited to false representation, embezzle¬ 
ment. theft, forgery, bribery, falsifica¬ 
tion of records and receiving stolen prop¬ 
erty. 

(4) Conviction of one of the following 
criminal offenses: 

(1) One involving any statute author¬ 
izing a program administered by FmHA, 
or 

(ii) As an incident to obtaining or at¬ 
tempting to obtain a private or a public 
contract, or subcontract thereunder, or 
in the performance of such contract or 
subcontract, or 

<iii) Under the Organized Crime Con¬ 
trol Act of 1970, or 

(iv) Where a lack of business integrity 
directly affecting responsibility to par¬ 
ticipate in FmHA programs is indicated, 
including but not limited to false repre¬ 
sentation, embezzlement, theft, forgery, 
bribery, falsification or destruction of 
records, and receiving of stolen property, 
or 

(v) Under the Federal Antitrust Stat¬ 
utes arising out of the submission of bids 
or proposals. 

(5) The lack of the right to do business 
or practice at his profession in the Juris¬ 
diction where the contractual services 
are to be performed. 

(6) Violation of any nondiscrimina¬ 
tion or equal opportunity requirement 
administered by FmHA in connection 
with any FmHA programs. 

§ 1918.122-1918.125 [Reserved] 

§ 1918.126 Procedure* for deb»riu«*iit 
and temporary suspension. 

(a) Notice. (1) When a matter subject 
to action under § 1918.120 arises, the 
County Supervisor, assisted by the Dis¬ 
trict Director, will obtain as much rele¬ 
vant, factual information about the spe¬ 
cific problem as is feasible and will for¬ 
ward such information to the State Di¬ 
rector. The State Director may proceed 
on tills information or on information 
revealed by an audit or investigation, or 
by a complaint or information from any 
source. The State Director will inform 
complainants of the disposition of their 
complaints. 

(2) Debarment proceedings may not 
commence and notice of proposed debar¬ 
ment or temporary suspension may not 
be issued without the approval of OGC, 
which in temporary suspension cases, 
may be obtained by telephone. In addi¬ 
tion, debarment proceedings involving 
loans or grants under Part 1823 (Asso¬ 
ciation Loans and Grants—Community 
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Facilities, Development. Conservation, 
Utilization—all FmHA 442, 476, and 447 
series Instructions) or Subpart E of Part 
1980 of this Chapter (Business and In¬ 
dustrial Loan Program) will be reviewed 
and concurred In by the Administrator 
of FmHA before notice is given under this 
Subpart. 

(3) Notice shall be provided to the per¬ 
son and its known concerned affiliates 
against whom debarment is proposed, in 
writing and signed by the State Director, 
and shall include all of the following ele¬ 
ments: 

(1) Debarment is proposed and is an 
exclusion from participation in all FmHA 
programs and may last as long as 3 years 
or may be permanent. 

(ii) A list of affiliates against whom de¬ 
barment is proposed. 

(iii) One or more of the grounds spec¬ 
ified in § 1918.121. 

(iv) A short, plain statement of the 
reasons for the proposed debarment. 

(v) A statement that the person has a 
right to a meeting at which all charges 
may be rebutted, if requested, and an 
answer filed with the State Director 
within 20 days following receipt of the 
notice. 

(vl) The answer may contain addi¬ 
tional factual statements, legal argu¬ 
ments, and any other writings deemed 
relevant by the person. 

(vii) Whether or not a temporary sus¬ 
pension has been imposed pending a de¬ 
barment determination and in cases of 
temporary suspension, that a suspension 
is a temporary disqualification from par¬ 
ticipation in FmHA programs. 

(viii) The date of the commencement 
of any such temporary suspension, which 
date may not be before the receipt of the 
notice. * 

(ix> That after 20 days following the 
receipt of the notice by the person, if no 
meeting has been requested, the debar¬ 
ment determination will be made by the 
State Director, after due consideration of 
such information as may be available to 
him. 

(x) Citation of these regulations. 

(b) Answer —(1) Filing. The answer 
shall be filed with the State Director 
within 20 days of receipt of the notice. 

(2) Contents. The answer shall contain 
a short and plain statement of facts 
which constitute grounds of defense and 
shall admit or deny averments on which 
FmHA relies, unless the person is with¬ 
out knowledge, in which case the answer 
shall so state. The answer shall contain 
a request for a meeting with an FmHA 
representative if such a meeting is de¬ 
sired. The answer may contain additional 
factual statements, legal arguments, and 
any other writings deemed relevant by 
the person. 

(3) Effect of failure to deny aver¬ 
ments or submit an answer. Averments 
in the notice are admitted when, not de¬ 
nied in an answer. 

(4) Extension of time. The State Di¬ 
rector. for good cause shown, may grant 
a timely request for an extension of time 
to file an answer. 

(c) Meeting .—(1) Request for meet¬ 
ing. Any person who has been notified of 


a proposed debarment is entitled to a 
meeting with an FmHA representative at 
which all charges may be rebutted, if re¬ 
quested in an answer filed with the State 
Director within 20 days following receipt 
of the notice. 

(2) Time and place. The meeting shall 
be scheduled and shall be held promptly 
after receipt of the answer. The State Di¬ 
rector, in setting the time and place for 
the meeting shall give consideration to 
the convenience of the person and the 
Agency. 

(3) Notice. The State Director shall 
promptly notify the parties of the time 
and place of the meeting. 

(4) Procedure. The meeting will be an 
informal proceeding at which the per¬ 
son will be given an opportunity to rebut 
the charges. The person may be repre¬ 
sented by counsel. The proceeding will 
not, however, be a formal hearing and 
will not include presentation of evidence 
by FmHA. 

(5) Evidence. Technical rules of evi¬ 
dence shall not apply. 

<6> Record. The record of a debar¬ 
ment proceeding shall include any no¬ 
tices and orders, the answer, any written 
evidence in the possession of the Gov¬ 
ernment or adduced by the person, and a 
synopsis of any oral evidence presented 
at the meeting. The synopsis will be 
prepared by FmHA and be submitted to 
the person for his approval and any 
noted exceptions. 

(7) Prior adjudication. If a person has 
been a party to an action in a court in¬ 
volving any issue or issues involved in the 
proceeding, or if a person has been de¬ 
barred by another Federal agency and 
such debarment involves any issues or 
issues involved in the proceeding, evi¬ 
dence of such a court holding or Federal 
agency debarment determination may be 
made part of the record. 

(8) Failure to appear. If any party to 
the proceeding, after being duly notified, 
fails to appear at the meeting, without 
reasonable cause, he shall be deemed to 
have waived the right to a meeting. 

(d) Debarment determination .—(1) 
Meeting held. Within 10 days after the 
meeting, the State Director upon the 
basis of and after due consideration of 
the record, shall make a debarment de¬ 
termination. 

(2) Meeting waived. If no meeting has 
been requested, the State Director, after 
20 days following receipt of the notice 
by the person, on the basis of an after 
due consideration of the information he 
possesses, including any written rebuttal, 
shall make a debarment determination. 

(3) Proof required. Any debarment de¬ 
termination in the proceeding shall be 
supported by and in accordance with the 
reliable, probative, and substantial evi¬ 
dence in the possession of FmHA. 

(4) Prior adjudication. If a person has 
been a party to an action in a court in¬ 
volving any issue or issues involved in 
the proceeding, or if a person has been 
debarred by another Federal agency and 
such debarment involves any issue or is¬ 
sues involved in the proceeding, the State 
Director may accept the decision of the 
court or other Federal agency as to the 
issue or issues decided by it. 


(6) Effective date. A person will be de¬ 
barred upon issuance of the notice of 
debarment determination by the State 
Director. 

(e) Notice of debarment determina¬ 
tion. —(1) Notice of the debarment de¬ 
termination may not be issued without 
the approval of OGC. 

(2) Notice of the debarment deter¬ 
mination shall be provided to the persons 
affected in writing and signed by the 
State Director. 

(3) In cases of an adverse debarment 
determination, the notice shall include 
all of the following elements: 

(i) That debarment has been imposed. 

(ii) The scope thereof as to affiliates. 

(iii) The period of time for which de¬ 
barment is imposed. 

(iv) One or more of the grounds speci¬ 
fied in 5 1918.121 on which the debarment 
is based. 

(v) That the debarment determina¬ 
tion may be appealed to the United 
States Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) Board of Contract Appeals. 

(vi) That appeals must be filed within 
30 days of the issuance of the notice of 
the debarment determination and in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of the USDA 
Board of Contract Appeals as found in 
7 CFR Part 24. All communications shall 
be directed to the “Executive Secretary, 
Board of Contract Appeals, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 
20250.” 

(vii) That a copy of any notice of ap¬ 
peal to the board must be filed concur¬ 
rently with the FmHA State Director. 

(viii) That if the debarment deter¬ 
mination is appealed, the person will be 
in a status of temporary suspension until 
final decision by the board. 

(4) In cases where it is determined 
that debarment will not be imposed, the 
notice shall indicate: 

(i) That debarment will not be im¬ 
posed. 

(ii) In cases where a temporary sus¬ 
pension has been imposed, that the sus¬ 
pension has been lifted. 

(f) Appeals. Appeals may be taken 
from an adverse debarment determina¬ 
tion within 30 days of the issuance of the 
notice of such determination, unless an 
extension is granted by the State Direc¬ 
tor for good cause. The manner of filing 
appeals and the procedure on appeal 
shall be governed by the rules of the 
Board of Contract Appeals. See 7 CFR 
Part 24. A copy of the notice of appeal 
required by the board shall be forwarded 
concurrently to the State Director. No 
appeal may be taken to the Board of 
Contract Appeals from any temporary 
suspension imposed under these regula¬ 
tions. 

(g) Rescission and reinstatement. (D 
A person debarred under the subpart for 
one year or more may request reinstate¬ 
ment any time after six months have 
passed from the final determination as 
indicated by: 

(i) The issuance of the notice of de¬ 
barment determination by the State Di¬ 
rector if no appeal is taken, or 

(ii) Decision of the appeal by the 
USDA Board of Contract Appeals. 
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(2) A person debarred under this sub¬ 
part for less than one year may request 
reinstatement at any time after the final 
determination. 

(3) The State Director will review the 
request. In reaching a decision to rein¬ 
state, the State Director must be satis¬ 
fied that the original wrongful act has 
been righted and is not likely to recur 
and also be persuaded by the assurance 
of the person in writing that the person 
understands the requirements of all ap¬ 
plicable statutes and regulations, and 
that he will comply with them in the 
future. 

§ 1918.127-1918.129 [Reserved] 

§1918.130 Suspension and debarment 
lists* 

(a) Temporary suspension . When a 
person is temporarily suspended either 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

pending debarment or pending appeal, 
the State Director shall notify the List 
Officer. The List Officer will keep a list 
of all persons temporarily suspended un¬ 
der this Subpart, and wull distribute cop¬ 
ies of the list to all FmHA State Direc¬ 
tors and to the Administrator. The list of 
persons temporarily suspended shall not 
be released to any person or agency out¬ 
side of FmHA. 

(b) Debarment. (1) When a person is 
debarred after a final decision by the 
UDSA Board of Contract Appeals or, in 
cases where no appeal is taken, when the 
time allowed for appeal has passed, the 
State Director shall notify the List Offi¬ 
cer of the debarment. The List Officer 
will keep a list of all persons debarred 
under this Subpart, and will distribute 
copies of the list to the Administrator 
and to all FmHA State Directors, District 
Directors, and County Supervisors. 


10445 

(2) The List Officer shall coordinate 
the debarment list with similar lists com¬ 
piled by other Federal agencies by in¬ 
forming such agencies of additions and 
deletions on the debarment list and ob¬ 
taining the lists of the other agencies. 
Such lists are obtained for informational 
purposes only, and are not of themselves 
grounds for suspension or debarment by 
FmHA. 

§ 1918.131-1918.150 [Reserved 1 
Effective date . This new regulation 
shall become effective on March 11, 1976 
Dated: February 27, 1976. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 
[FR Doc.76-6907 FUed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 
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proposed rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations The 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


purpose of 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Social Security Administration 
[ 20 CFR Part 404 ] 

l Reg. No. 41 

FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SURVIVORS, AND 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 

Introduction, General Definitions and 
General Provisions 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 UB.C. 
553) that the amendment to the regu¬ 
lation set forth in tentative form below 
Is proposed by the Commissioner of So¬ 
cial Security, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. The proposed amendment relates to 
the introduction, general definitions and 
general provisions of Subpaxt A which 
apply in Part 404 of the regulations. 

The proposed amendment brings up to 
date the existing Subpart A by adding to 
the general definitions section, references 
to the 1965, 1967, 1969, and the 1972 
Amendments to the Social Security Act 
along with their corresponding U.S. 
Statutes at Large references. 

Special payments at age 72 for certain 
uninsured individuals, as provided in 
section 228 of the Social Security Act 
and section 404.374 of Subpart D of 
Regulations No. 4, is included under the 
definition of the term ‘‘Benefit.*' 

In addition the category of father’s 
benefits is included under the definition 
of the term “Benefit". Father’s insurance 
benefits are provided as a result of the 
Supreme Court decision in Weinberger v. 
Wiesenfeld , 420 UB. 636 (1975). In that 
decision the Supreme Court held uncon¬ 
stitutional the denial of benefits under 
the Social Security Act to widowers of 
deceased workers having minor children 
of the worker in their care while the Act 
grants benefits to widows of deceased 
workers when they have minor children 
of such workers in their care. Section 
404.335a of Subpart D, published in the 
Federal Register on November 12, 1975, 
at 40 FR 52740, effectuated the Supreme 
Court’s decision by providing that 
father’s insurance benefits are payable 
on the same basis and under the same 
conditions as they are payable to mothers 
having children of the deceased worker 
in their care. 

Prior to the final adoption of the 
amendment to the regulations, consider¬ 
ation will be given to any data, views, or 
arguments pertaining thereto which are 
submitted in writing in triplicate to the 
Commissioner of Social Security, Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
P.O. Box 1585, Baltimore, Maryland, 


21203, within a period of 30 days from 
the date of publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. 

Copies of all comments received in re¬ 
sponse to this notice will be available for 
public inspection during regular business 
hours at the Washington Inquiries Sec¬ 
tion, Office of Information, Social Secu¬ 
rity Administration, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, North 
Building, Room 4146, 330 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20201. 

The proposed amendments are to be 
issued under the authority contained in 
section 205 and 1102 of the Social Secu¬ 
rity Act as amended; 53 Stat. 1368, as 
amended; 79 Stat. 379, 49 Stat. 647, as 
amended; 42 U.S.C. 405 and 1302. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Program Nos. 
13,802, 13,803, 13,804, and 13,805—Disability 
Insurance, Retirement Insurance, Special 
Benefits for Persons Age 72 and Over, and 
Survivors Insurance.) 

Dated: February 17,1976. 

J. B. Cardwell, 

Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: March 5,1976. 

Marjorie Lynch, 

Acting Secretary of Health , 
Education , and Welfare . 

Part 404 of Chapter m of Title 20 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as follows: 

Section 404.2 is amended by revising 
paragraph (a)(1), redesignating para- 
praphs (a) (10) through (a) (15) as 
paragraphs (a) (14) through (a) (19) re¬ 
spectively, by adding new paragraphs 

(a) (10) through (a) (13), by revising the 
heading to paragraph (b), and by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (c) (2) to read as follows: 

§404.2 General definitions and use of 

terms. 

(a) Terms relating to the acts and 
regulations. (1) “The Act" means the So¬ 
cial Security Act, as amended. 

• • • • • 

(10) “Social Security Amendments of 
1965" means the act approved July 30, 
1965 (79 Stat. 286). 

(11) “Social Security Admendments of 
1967" means the act approved January 2, 
1968 (81 Stat. 821). 

(12) “Social Security Amendments of 
1969" means the act approved Decem¬ 
ber 30,1969 (83 Stat. 487). 

(13) “Social Security Amendments of 
1972" means the act approved October 30, 
1972 (86 Stat. 1329). 

• • • • • 

(b) Secretary; Commissioner; Admin¬ 
istration: Appeals Council; Administra¬ 
tive Law Judge defined. 


(c) Miscellaneous. • • • 

(2) “Benefit" means an old-age insur¬ 
ance benefit, disability insurance benefit, 
wife’s insurance benefit, husband’s insur¬ 
ance benefit, child’s insurance benefit, 
widow’s insurance benefit, widower’s in¬ 
surance benefit, mother’s insurance ben¬ 
efit. father’s insurance benefit, parent’s 
insurance benefit, or special payment at 
age 72 under title II of the Act. (Lump 
sums, which are death payments under 
title II of the Act, are excluded from the 
term “benefit" as defined in this part to 
permit greater clarity in the regulations). 
• • • • • 

[FR Doc.76-6972 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 
[33 CFR Part 117] 

[CGD 76 024] 

OLD BRAZOS RIVER, TEXAS 

Proposed Drawbridge Operation 
Regulations 

At the request of the City of Freeport, 
the Coast Guard is considering revising 
the regulations for the Missouri Pacific 
railroad bridge across the Old Brazos 
River, mile 4.4, Freeport, Texas to re¬ 
quire that the draw be maintained in 
the fully open to navigation position at 
all times, except when a train is crossing 
or for maintenance. The draw is pres¬ 
ently required to open on signal if at 
least 24 hours notice is given. This 
change is being considered because of 
increased vessel use of this stretch of the 
Old Brazos River. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this proposed rule making by submitting 
written data, views, or arguments to the 
Commander (oan), Eighth Coast Guard 
District, Customhouse, New Orleans, 
Louisiana 70130. Bach person submitting 
comments should include his name and 
address, identify the bridge, and give 
reasons for any recommended change in 
the proposal. Copies of all written com¬ 
munications received will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
office of the Commander, Eighth Coast 
Guard District. 

The Commander, Eighth Coast Guard 
District, will forward any comments re¬ 
ceived on or before April 12,1976, with his 
recommendations to the Chief, Office of 
Marine Environment and Systems, U.S. 
Coast Guard Headquarters, Washington, 
D.C., who will evaluate all communica¬ 
tions received and take final action on 
this proposal. The proposed regulations 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 
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In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed that Part 117 of Title 33 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, be 
amended by revising § 117.245(j) (35) to 
read as follows: 

§117.245 Navigable waters discharging 
into the Atlantic Ocean south of and 
including Chesapeake Bay and into 
tlic Gulf of Mexico, except the Missis¬ 
sippi River and its tributaries and out¬ 
lets; bridges where constant attend¬ 
ance! of draw tenders is not required. 
• * * • • 

(j) • • * 

(35) Old Brazos River, Freeport, 
Texas: Missouri Pacific Railroad bridge, 
mile 4.4. The draw shall be maintained 
in the fully open to navigation position 
except for the crossing of trains or for 
maintenance. 

• * ♦ * • 

(Sec. 6, 28 Stat. 362, as amended, sec. 6(g) 
(2), 80 Stat. 937; 33 U.S.C. 499, 49 U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2); 49 CFR 1.46(c)(5), 33 CFR 1.05- 
1(C)(4)) 

Dated: March 5,1976. 

R. I. Price, 

Rear Admiral , U.S. Coast Guard , 
Chief, Office of Marine En¬ 
vironment and Systems. 

[FR Doc.76-6992 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 ami 


Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 39 ] 

[Docket No. 76-CE-13-ADJ 

AIRWORTHINESSS DIRECTIVES 

Beech Models 214, B200, R201, R202 and 
R203 Propellers 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an Airworthiness Directive (AD) appli¬ 
cable to Beech Models 214, B200, R201, 
R202 and R203 propellers. There have 
been reports of failures of the wood 
blades used in these model propellers 
originally installed on Beech 35 series, 
Models 45 and 50 airplanes, and which 
could be installed on other aircraft 
makes and models under Supplemental 
Type Certificate (STC) procedures. In¬ 
vestigations have disclosed that the 
blades are weakening due to normal op¬ 
erating stress and material deterioration 
caused by age and/or exposure to the 
elements. This condition is concealed by 
the plastic covering on the blades and 
would not be detected by normal Inspec¬ 
tion and maintenance of airplanes on 
which these propellers are installed. To 
detect this condition, an AD is being 
proposed requiring initial and repetitive 
inspections of the wood blades used in 
Beech Models 214, B200, R201, R202 and 
R203 propellers. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
regulatory docket or notice number and 
be submitted in duplicate to the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration, Office of 
the Regional Counsel, 1558 Federal 


Building, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64106. All communica¬ 
tions received on or before April 12, 1976 
will be considered before action is taken 
upon the proposed Rule. The proposals 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. All 
comments will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Airworthiness Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601 and 603 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423), and of 
sec. 6(c) of the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Section 39.13 of Part 
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
by adding the following new AD. 

Beech. —Applies to Beech Aircraft Corpora¬ 
tion wood blade propellers Models 214— 
XXX/214-XXX-XX. B200-XXX / B200— 
XXX-XX, R201-XXX/R20X-XXX-XX, 
R202-XXX/R20X-XXX-XX, R203-XXX/ 
R20X-XXX-XX. (These propellers were 
installed originally on Beech Models 35, 
A35, B35, C35, D35, E35, 35R, 45 (Mili¬ 
tary YT-34), and 50 (Military L-23A) 
airplanes, but may be installed on other 
airplanes.) 

Compliance: Required as Indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To prevent failure of wood blades in these 
propellers due to service deterioration from 
age and exposure to the elements, accom¬ 
plish the foUowlng: 

(A) Within the next 100 hours’ time in 
service or one year, whichever comes first, 
after the effective date of this AD. and 
thereafter at intervals not to exceed 300 
hours’ time in service or five years, which¬ 
ever comes first, from the last inspection, 
visually inspect the blades as foUows: 

1. Carefully remove the plastic coating to 
expose the shank of the blade for a mini¬ 
mum distance of 4 y 2 " outboard of the 
ferrule. 

2. Using a 10-power glass, visually Inspect 
the blade surface for cracks and separation 
as shown on the reproduction of a deterio¬ 
rated blade in Figure 1. 

3. If no deterioration is found, reinstall 
the plastic film over the exposed area In 
accordance with Univair Process (P-200) or 
an FAA approved equivalent procedure. 

4. If the blade shows any sign of deterio¬ 
ration prior to further flight, remove It 
from service and replace It with an eligible 
airworthy blade. 

5. Only an approved propeller repair sta¬ 
tion Is authorized to accomplish the inspec¬ 
tion required In this paragraph. 

(B) Within the next 100 hours’ time in 
service or one year, whichever comes first, 
after the effective date of this AD and at 
each annual inspection thereafter, visually 
inspect the blade leading edge and tips as 
follows: 

1. Using a 10-power magnifying glass ex¬ 
amine the tipping area for cracks In the 
plastic coating coming from under the 
tipping. 

2. Check for looseness of the tip and lead¬ 
ing edge sheathing by holding the blade se¬ 
curely and gripping the sheathing by hand 
and attempting to flex the tipping while 
visually observing for relative motion be¬ 
tween the piece to which force is applied and 
adjacent sheathing and blade. 

3. If any of the above conditions are noted, 
prior to further flight, replace the blade with 
an eligible airworthy blade. 


Note: (Beech Aircraft Corporation no 
longer manufactures Beech Models 214, B200. 
R201, R202 and R203 propellers; however, 
propellers and replacement blade as herein¬ 
after listed may be installed on the Indicated 
airplane models.) 

Replacement Univair Wood Blades 


Univair Blade 
Model 


Beech Propeller Assembly 
Models 


FA203-218 or 
FA203—219. 
FA200-244 or 
FA200-245. 


R200-100/R201-217- 
88 and R203-218-88. 

B200-105/B200-220-88 
and B200-100/B200- 
220-88 and B200- 
100/B200-244-88 and 
B200—100/B200—234- 
88 and B200-100/ 
B200-264-88. 


See Propeller Specification P-875 for fur¬ 
ther information. 

Replacement Metal Blade Propeller 
Assemblies 


Eligible Propeller 
Assemblies 

Beech 215-109/ 
215-207-88. 

Beech 215-109/ 
215-213-84 or 
Beech 215-107/ 
215-213-84. 

Beech 215-107/ 
215-207-88. 

Hartzell HC12X20- 
7(B, C. or D) or 
Hartzell 
HCD2X20-7/ 
8433-0. 

Beech 215-102/ 
272-234-98. 


Aircraft Models 
35, A35, B35, C35, D35. 
E35, 35R. 

A35, B35, C35, D35, E35. 
F35, 035. 


36, A35, B35, C35, D35, 
E35, 35R. 

35, A35. B35, C36, D35. 
E35, 35R. 


Model 50. 


See Aircraft Type Certificate Data Sheet 
and/or Propeller Specifications for approval 
of specific airplane propeller engine combi¬ 
nations. 


Issued In Kansas City, Missouri, on 
February 27,1976. 


C. R. Melugin, Jr., 
Director, Central Region. 
[FR Doc.70-6723 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 76-GL-4) 

DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL AIRWAYS 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would designate a VOR Fed¬ 
eral Airway from Fort Dodge, Iowa, to 
Mankato, Minn. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Great Lakes Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, 2300 East Devon 
Avenue, Des Plaines, Ill. 60018. All com¬ 
munications received on or before April 
12, 1976 will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
Tlie proposal contained In this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 
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An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket. AGC-24, 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591. An 
informal docket also will be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

Request for copies of this Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making should be ad¬ 
dressed to the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, Office of Information Services, 
Attention: Public Information Center, 
AES-230. 800 Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591. 

The proposed amendment would desig¬ 
nate a VOR Federal Airway from Fort 
Dodge, Iowa, to Mankato, Minn. 

Pilots are presently flying this direct 
route. By designating it as an airway, the 
communications workload would be re¬ 
duced for both the pilot and the 
controllers. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 
and sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
4, 1976. 

William E. Broadwater, 

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic 
Rules Division. 

[FR Doc.76-6724 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 

[ 14 CFR Parts 71 and 73 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 75-WA-21 ] 

ALTERATION OF RESTRICTED AREAS 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Note: This.document is reprinted without 
change, with the exception of the correction 
of a typographical error, from the issue of 
Friday. March 5. 1978. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering amendments to 
Parts 71 and 73 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations that would : (1) redefine Re¬ 
stricted Areas R-4807 Tonopah, Nev., R- 
4808 Las Vegas, Nev., and R-4809 
Tonopah, Nev.; (2) designate a new Re¬ 
stricted Area R-4817 Tonopah, Nev.; (3) 
designate the redefined segments of R- 
4807, R^-4809 and R-4817 as joint use re¬ 
stricted areas; and (4) include the R- 
4807 segments. R-4809 and R-4817 in the 
Continental Control Area. Docket No. 
13817, Notice No. 76-5 issued concur¬ 
rently herewith proposes a related 
amendment of Part 93 that would estab¬ 
lish special air traffic rules for operating 
areas located adjacent to Nellis Air Force 
Base (AFB) and the aforementioned re¬ 
stricted areas. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
Identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Western Region, Attention; Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Admin¬ 


istration, 15000 Aviation Boulevard, P.O. 
Box 92007. Worldway Postal Center, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 90009. All communications 
received on or before June 2, 1976 will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendments. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, AGC-24, 800 Independence 

Avenue, 8.W., Washington, D.C. 20591. 
An informal docket also will be available 
for examination at the office of the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. Re¬ 
quest for copies of this Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making should be addressed to the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of Information Services, Attention: 
Public Information Center, AIS-230. 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20591. 

The proposed amendments would: 

1. Redefine R-4807 Tonopah, Nev., as 
follows: 

a. R-4807A Tonopah, Nev. 

Boundaries. 

Beginning at Lat. 37°53'00" N., Long. 
116*30'00" W.; to Lat. 37°53'00" N„ 
Long. 118°11'00" W.; to Lat 37*42*00" 
N.. Long. 116 # 11'00" W.; to Lat. 37*42' 
00" N., Long. 115°53'00" W.; to Lat 37* 
33'00" N., Long. 115°53'00" W.; to Lat. 
37°33'00" N., Long. 116°30'00" W.; to 
point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Unlimited. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Administration, Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. USAF Tactical Fighter 
Weapons Center, Nellis AFB, Nev. 

b. R-4807B Tonopah. Nev. 

Boundaries. 

Beginning at Lat. 37°33'00" N., Long. 
116°00'00" W.; to Lat 37°16'00" N.. 
Long. 116°00'00" W.; to Lat. 37°16'00" 
N. f Long. 116*30'00" W.; to Lat 37*33' 
00" N., Long. 116°30'00" W.; to point of 
beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Unlimited. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Administration. Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. USAF Trctical Fighter 
Weapons Center, Nellis AFB, Nev. 

c. R^-4807C Tonopah, Nev. 

Boundaries. 

Beginning at Lat. 37*33*00" N., Long. 
110*30*00" W.; to Lat 36*51*00" N.. Long. 
11Q°30'00" W.; to Lat. 30*51*00" N„ Long. 
110*33*30*' W.; to Lat. 37*26*30" N„ Long. 
117*04*30" W.; to Lat. 37*33*00" N„ Long. 
117*03*40" W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Unlimited. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency, federal Aviation 
Administration, Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. USAF Tactical Fighter 
Weapons Center, Nellis AFB, Nev. 


2. Redefine R-4808 Las Vegas, Nev., as 
follows: 

Boundaries. 

Beginning at Lat. 86*41 *00" N.. Long 
115*56*00" W 4 to Lat. 30*41*00" N„ Long. 

110*20*30" W.; to Lat. 30*51*00" N., Long. 

116*26*30'* W.; to Lat. 30*61*00" N„ Long 

116°30'00" W.; to Lat. 37*16*00" N., Long 

116*30 00" W.; to Lat. 37*10*00" N., Long. 

116*00*00" W.; to Lat. 37*33*00" N., Long. 

116W00" W.; to Lat. 37*33*00" N.. Long. 

116*36*00" W.; to Lat. 37°06'00" N„ Long 

116°36*00" W.; to Lat. 37*06*00" N., Long 

115*56'00" W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Unlimited. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Using agency. Manager, Energy Re¬ 
search and development Administration, 
Las Vegas, Nev. 

3. Redefine R-4809 Tonopah, Nev., as 
follows: 

Boundaries. 

Beginning at Lat. 37*63'00" N.. Long 
110 30*00" W.; to Lat. 37*33*00" N., Long. 

110 30 00" W.; to Lat. 37*33*00" N.. Long. 

117*03*40" W.; to Lat. 37*63*00" N„ Long. 

117*01 '00** W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Unlimited. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 
Controlling agency. I deral Aviation 
Administration, Los Angeles ARTC Cen¬ 
ter. 

Using agency. Manager, Energy Re¬ 
search and Development Administration, 
Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

4. Designate the following new re¬ 
stricted area: R-4817 Tonopah, Nev. 

Boundaries. 

Beginning at Lat. 37*17*00" N., Long. 


115*18*00" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

37*17*00" N., 

Long. 

116*35*00** 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

37*33*00" N.. 

Long 

115’35'00" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

37*33*00" N.. 

Long. 

115*53*00" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

37*42*00" N.. 

Long. 

115*63*00" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

37*42*00" N.. 

Long. 

116*11*00" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

37*53*00** N-. 

Long. 

118*11*00" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

37*53*25" N.. 

Long. 

116*38*20" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

37*69*55" N.. 

Long 

110*38*10" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

38*00*10" N.. 

Long. 

110*33*30" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

38*00*30" N., 

Long 

110*33*45" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

38*01*50" N.. 

Long. 

110*19*45" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

38*01*40" N.. 

Long. 

115*58*00" 

W.: 

to 

Lat. 

38*06*00" N.. 

Long. 

115*28*00" 

W.; 

to 

Lat. 

38*07*00" N., 

Long. 

115*18*00" 

W.; 

to point of beginning. 



Designated altitudes. 200 feet AGL to 
but not including FL180. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Administration, Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. USAF Tactical Fighter 
Weapons Center, Nellis AFB, Nev. 

5. Include the following restricted 
areas in the continental control area: a. 
R-4807A, b. R-4807B, c. R-4807C, d. R- 
4809, e. R-4817. 

The alterations described in this 
docket and the Part 93 amendment ad¬ 
dressed in Notice No. 76-5 were previ¬ 
ously publicized in an advance notice of 
proposed rule making, Notice No. 74-20, 
which was published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister (39 FR 20612) on June 12,1974. 

As stated in the Notice No. 74-20, the 
Air Force has a requirement for a con- 
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trolled operational environment large 
enough to allow participating aircraft to 
stimulate combat conditions with the 
capability to test and evaluate air crew 
effectiveness in the delivery of airborne 
weapons, and the performance of combat 
tactics at supersonic speeds. The military 
activities include air-to-air combat 
maneuvering, air-to-ground attack ma¬ 
neuvering, simulated combat search and 
rescue, simulated combat tactical air¬ 
lift, reconnaissance missions at low 
and intermediate altitudes and at vary¬ 
ing speeds, tests of remotely piloted 
aircraft, and stimulated strategic bomb¬ 
ing missions. These missions would be 
flown by individual aircraft, small for¬ 
mations and, on occasion, as large scale 
exercises. The maneuvers would Involve 
flights at very high speeds, subsonic 
flights at low altitude, and vertical move¬ 
ment tactics. To accommodate this ac¬ 
tivity with safety, an area with low den¬ 
sities of population and air traffic is de¬ 
sired. The operating areas proposed for 
special air traffic rules in Notice No. 76- 
5 would provide a controlled environment 
for some of the operations; however, re¬ 
stricted airspace would also be needed 
where positive control cannot be pro¬ 
vided and where the activities would 
create a hazard for nonparticipating air 
craft. The alterations described in this 
docket would satisfy the restricted air¬ 
space requirement. 

As proposed herein, Rr-4807, R-4809 
and Rr-4817 would be designated for 
Joint use. This would permit their tem¬ 
porary return to public use when the 
using agency has no requirement for 
them. Furthermore, subdividing Rr-4807 
and redefining R-4808 and Rr-4809 
would simplify the measures required to 
effect the return by aligning the area 
boundaries more closely to the airspace 
actually used for specific testing or train¬ 
ing operations. 

The Air Force has stated that it will 
recommend revocation of R-4817 as soon 
as equipment necessary to control air¬ 
craft activities within that airspace has 
been installed. The Rr-4817 airspace 
would then be combined with one or both 
of the operating areas proposed in Notice 
No. 76-5 so that flight through the area 
can be made, subject to the special air 
traffic rules proposed in the notice. Cur¬ 
rent Air Force planning indicates that 
equipment installation will be completed 
within two years. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of Sec. 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348 
(a)) and Sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

William E. Broadwater, 

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic 
Rules Division . 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 27, 1976. 

[FR Doc.76-6291 Filed 3-3-76;8:45 ami 


[ 14 CFR Part 93 ] 

[Docket No. 13817; Notice No. 76-51 

NELLIS AFB SPECIAL AIR TRAFFIC 
RULE 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Note: This document is reprinted without 
change from the issue of Thursday, March 4, 
1976. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering amending Part 93 
of th e Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Part 93) to establish special air 
traffic rules for operating areas that 
would be established adjacent to Nellis 
Air Force Base (AFB) and Energy Re¬ 
search and Development Administration 
(ERDA) restricted areas located gener¬ 
ally north of Las Vegas, Nevada. Airspace 
Docket No. 75-WA-21 issued concur¬ 
rently herewith, proposes related air¬ 
space actions that would designate Re¬ 
stricted Area R-4817, Tonopah, Nev., 
alter the descriptions of Nellis AFB and 
ERDA Restricted Areas R-4807, R-4808 
and R-4809, and would make all of the 
Nellis AFB, and ERDA restricted areas 
in this complex except R-4808 joint use. 

Interested persons are invited to parti¬ 
cipate in the making of the proposed rule 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. Com¬ 
munications should identify the regula¬ 
tory docket or notice number and be sub¬ 
mitted in duplicate to: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Office of the Chief Coun¬ 
sel, Attention: Rules Docket, AGC-24, 
8C0 Independence Avenue, S.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20591. Comments on the 
overall environmental impacts of the 
proposed rule are specifically invited. All 
communications received on or before 
June 4, 1976, will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
the light of comments received. All com¬ 
ments submitted will be available, both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments, in the Rules Docket for exam¬ 
ination by interested persons. 

On June 12, 1974, an advance notice 
of proposed rule making, Notice No. 74- 
20, was published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter (39 FR 20612) stating that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration had re¬ 
ceived a request from the Department 
of the Air Force to propose the restruc¬ 
turing of certain Nellis AFB restricted 
areas, the designation of a new restricted 
area tentatively identified as R-4817, and 
the establishment of two new operating 
areas adjacent to proposed Rr-4817 
wherein special air traffic rules would 
apply. 

As stated in the Notice No. 74-20, the 
Air Force has a requirement for a con¬ 
trolled operational environment large 
enough to allow participating aircraft to 
simulate combat conditions with the 
capability to test and evaluate air crew 
effectiveness in the delivery of airborne 


weapons, and the performance of com¬ 
bat tactics at supersonic speeds. The 
military activities include air-to-air 
combat maneuvering, air-to-ground at¬ 
tack maneuvering, simulated combat 
search and rescue, simulated combat tac¬ 
tical airlift, reconnaissance missions at 
low and intermediate altitudes and at 
varying speeds, tests of remotely piloted 
aircraft, and simulated strategic bomb¬ 
ing missions. These missions would be 
flown by individual aircraft, small for¬ 
mations and, on occasion, as large scale 
exercises. The operating areas within 
which the special air traffic rules pro¬ 
posed herein would apply would be used 
for operational testing under simulated 
combat conditions. The maneuvers would 
involve flights at very high speeds, sub¬ 
sonic flights at low altitude, and vertical 
movement tactics. To accommodate this 
activity with safety, an area with low 
densities of population and air traffic is 
desired. The operating areas proposed 
herein were selected on that basis. 

Each operating area would extend from 
100 feet above the surface to, but not 
including, Flight Level 180. As proposed 
herein, the public may operate within 
these areas at all times and at any alti¬ 
tude that would be otherwise available to 
that aircraft, provided that ATC is noti¬ 
fied, prior to entry, of the intended 
route, and that radio communications 
with ATC are maintained continuously 
or to the extent limited by radio recep¬ 
tion, while operating within either of 
these areas. Notification may be accom¬ 
plished either by filing a flight plan or 
by an inflight radio communication with . 
ATC, prior to entering the area, identi¬ 
fying the aircraft and its proposed route, 
including point of entry and exit (or 
destination) , alt itude and airspeed. 

Several VFR flyways, generally of 
three nautical miles in width, and ex¬ 
tending from 1,500 above the surface to 
and including 12,500 feet above mean sea 
level, would traverse each of the two 
areas primarily to accommodate aircraft 
not equipped with radios. No prior no¬ 
tice, clearance, or maintenance of com¬ 
munications would be required for any 
flight operation within these VFR fly- 
ways. However, pilots would be en¬ 
couraged to contact ATC in the interest 
of safety. 

Comments received in response to the 
advance notice, and forthcoming from 
approximately 70 meetings held by the 
Air Force with the public or user groups, 
raised a number of objections, princi¬ 
pally that the proposed operating areas 
(1) would impede surface activities such 
as mining, grazing of live stock, hunting, 
etc.; (2) would preclude or unduly in¬ 
hibit aerial operations necessary to sup¬ 
port mining, geological activities, ranch¬ 
ing, and transiting or local flight opera- 
tons; (3) would have a detrimental 
effect on airport revenue in Nevada; (4) 
would increase aircraft operating costs; 
(5) would be effectively sealed off from 
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the public through failure to establish 
communications with the appropriate 
military users; and (6> would not con¬ 
tain a sufficient number of VFR flyways. 

The proposed areas should not inter¬ 
fere with any surface activity since they 
extend no lower than 100 feet above the 
surface. No ordnance would impact 
within the proposed areas, and it is not 
the intention of the Air Force to gain 
land use rights underlying the proposed 
operating areas except for certain small 
leased parcels needed for the installation 
of air traffic surveillance radar, com¬ 
munications and operational test equip¬ 
ment. and evaluation and training equip¬ 
ment. 

This proposal would not preclude 
aerial operations necessary to support 
surface activity nor would it unduly in¬ 
terfere with those activities or other 
transiting or local flight operations. The 
Air Force would accommodate public 
flight operations in the proposed areas 
by vectoring the military operations 
around the routes and altitudes as noti¬ 
fied by the operators of transiting air¬ 
craft. On occasions when large scale 
exercises may be scheduled, the public 
may be requested to avoid certain areas 
in the interest of safety, but it is the 
stated intention of the users not to inter¬ 
fere with the route an operator of a civil 
aircraft lias stated that he intends to 
follow. It is for that reason that prior 
notification of routes and maintenance 
of radio communications is required. 

This proposal should not have a detri¬ 
mental effect on airport revenue, nor 
cause any increase in aircraft operating 
cost that is not outweighed by the ad¬ 
vantages of enhanced flight safety. Flight 
to or from airports within the areas 
would not be prohibited nor would routes 
proposed by the public be restrained ex¬ 
cept to the extent that a deviation may 
be recommended occasionally for safety 
considerations. The operating areas 
would not become effective until sufficient 
radar surveillance and communications 
capability are available to ensure com¬ 
plete separation of aircraft. This com¬ 
munications capability also would assist 
in providing point-to-point vectoring 
service. Further, search and rescue capa¬ 
bility w'ould likewise be enhanced. 

The Air Force agreed with several of 
the public comments suggesting that the 
VFR flyways be widened. Therefore, as 
now proposed, they would be 3 nautical 
miles wide (1.5 nautical miles each side 
of the centerline) except for the east- 
w f est flyway underlying V-244 which 
would have the width of that airway. It is 
recognized that the possibility exists 
wherein deviation from a VFR flyway 
would be necessary to avoid inclement 
weather or for safety considertaions as 
determined by the pilot. When such de¬ 
viation occurs, the pilot of an aircraft 
not having radio communications capa¬ 
bility would be expected to take due re¬ 
gard for all other aircraft and return to 
the VFR fly way as soon as practicable. 

The Department of the Air Force has 
requested that the operating areas be 
identified as Sadek North and Sadek 


East, to commemorate Lt. Col. Louis C. 
Sadek < deceased » who was instrumental 
in developing the concept of these op¬ 
erating areas. 

A VFR fly way in the Sadek North area 
aligned along State Highway 93 that was 
inadvertently omitted from the advance 
notice is included in this proposal. The 
using agencies understand that their air¬ 
craft would be required to observe the 
minimum safe altitude requirements pre¬ 
scribed in § 91.79 of Part 91 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations. 

Authority: (Sees. 307 and 313(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1058. (49 U.S.C. 1348 
and 1354(a)); and sec. 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act. (40 U.S.C. 1655 
(C))). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Part 93 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations by adding a 
new Subpart G to read as follows: 

Subpart G—Nellis AFB, Nevada, Operating Areas 

Sec. 

93.91 Applicability. 

93.93 Description of areas. 

93.95 Aircraft operations. 

Subpart G—Nellis AF3, Nevada, Operating 
Areas 

§ 93.91 Applicability. 

This subpart prescribes the Sadek 
North and Sadek East operating areas, 
and the special air traffic rules for oper¬ 
ating aircraft within these areas. 

§ 93.93 Description of ureas. 

(ai Sadek North. (1) Boundaries: 

Beginning at Lat. 37’59'55" N., Long. 116* 
38' 10" W.: to Lat. 38°00'10" N., Long. 116* 
33'30" W.; to Lat. 38'00'30" N.. Long. 

116*88*45'* W.; to Lat. 38‘01'50" N., Long. 

116*19'45" W.; to Lat. 38 8 01'40" N.. Long. 

115*58*00" W.; to Lat. 38°06'00" N., Long. 

115*28*00" W.; to Lat. 38*07*00" N., Long. 

115°18*00'* W.; to Lat. 38*10*50" N.. Long. 

114*24*30" W.; to Lat. 38*11*50" N.. Long. 

114*27*30" W.: to Lat. 38°30'00" N., Long. 

114*35'15" W,; to Lat. 38 8 30'00" N.. Long. 

116*38*00" W.; to point of beginning. 

Altitude: from 100 feet above the sur¬ 
face to, but not including, Flight Level 
180. 

Time: Continuous. 

Controlling agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration. Salt Lake City ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency: USAF Tactical Fighter 
Weapons Center. Nellis AFB, Nev. 

(2) VFR flyways—extending in alti¬ 
tude from 1,500 feet above the surface 
to and including 12,500 feet MSL in the 
following areas: 

(i) Flyway A. Beginning at Lat. 38° 
30*00" N., Long. 115*55*00" W.; thence 
southwest, 1.5 nautical miles on each 
side of U.S. Highway 6 to Lat. 38*08*30" 
N., Long. 116*38*00" W. 

(ii) Flyway B. Beginning at Lat. 38* 
30*00** N., Long. 115*37*00** W.; thence 
southwest, 1.5 nautical miles on each side 
of a direct line to Lat. 38*13*00*' N., 
Long. 115*48*00" W. 

(ill) Flyway C. Beginning at Lat. 38* 
30*00** N., Long. 115*37*00** W.; thence 
south. 1.5 nautical miles on each side of 


State Highway 38 to Lat. 38*16 45** N. 
Long. 115*01*45*' W. 

(iv) Fly way D. V-244 and the airspace 
thereunder extending upward from 1,500 
feet above the surface is a VFR flyway 
for east-west bound traffic between To- 
nopah, Nevada, and Wilson Creek. 
Nevada. 

(v) Flyway E. Beginning at Lat. 38' 
30*00" N., Long. 114 r 38*55" W.; thence 
south, 1.5 nautical miles on each side of 
State Highway 93 to Lat. 38*18*40'* N., 
Long 114*36*25*' W. 

b. Sadek East . (1) Boundaries: 

Beginning at Lat. 38°07'00" N.. Long. 115 
18 00'' W.; to Lat. 37“17'00" N., Long 

115*18 00' W.; to Lat. 37°17'00" N., Long 

113*58'45" W.: to Lat. 37°31'00" N., Long 

113*47'30" W.; to Lat. 3V36'00" N., Long 

113°44'00" W.; to Lat. 37*41'00" N., Long 

113*40*00' W,; to Lat. 37"52'20" N., Long 

113®30'30" W.; to Lat. 38°10'50" N.. Long 

114*24*30” W.; to point of beginning. 

Altitude: From 100 feet above the sur¬ 
face to, but not including, Flight Level 
180. 

Time: Continuous. 

Controlling agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency: USAF Tactical Fighter 
Weapons Center, Nellis AFB, Nev. 

(2) VFR flyways—extending in alti¬ 
tude from 1,500 feet above the surface 
to and including 12.500 feet MSL in the 
following areas: 

(i) Flyw'ay A. Beginning at Lat. 37 
17*00" N., Long. 115*07*00" W.; thence 
north 1.5 nautical miles on each side of 
U.S. Highway 93 to Lat. 37*31*40" N.. 
Long. 115*13*30" W.; thence northwest 
1.5 nautical miles on each side of State 
Highway 25 to Lat. 37*32*00" N., Long. 
115*14*00" W.; thence north 1.5 nauti¬ 
cal miles on each side of State Highway 
38 to Lat. 38*08*30" N.. Long. 114*58*05" 
W. 

(ii) Flyway B. Beginning at Lat. 37 3 
17*00" N.. Long. 114*28*25" W.; thence 
north 1.5 nautical miles on each side of 
the Union Pacific railroad track to 
Caliente, Nev.; thence north 1.5 nautical 
miles on each side of U.S. Highway 93 to 
Lat. 38*10*05" N.. Long. 114*35*20" W. 

(ill) Flyway C. Beginning at Lat. 37* 
47*30" N., Long. 114*24*30" W.; thence 
east 1.5 nautical miles on each side of 
U.S. Highway 25 to Modena, Utah, thence 
northeast 1.5 nautical miles on each side 
of the Union Pacific railroad track to 
Lat. 37*54*30" N., Long. 113*37*30" W 

§ 93.95 Aircraft operations. 

Except when operating within a VFR 
flyway. no person may operate an air¬ 
craft in flight within an operating area 
prescribed in 5 93.93 of this subpart 
unless— 

(a) Before operating within that area, 
that person notifies an appropriate ATC 
facility of his intended flight route 
therein, including identification of air¬ 
craft, point of entry and exit or destina¬ 
tion. altitude and airspeed; and 

(b) That person maintains two-way 
radio communications with an appropri- 
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ate ATC facility while operating within 
that area. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 27. 1976. 

Glen D. Tigner, 

Acting Director , 

Air Traffic Service. 
[FR Doc.76-6290 FUed 3-3-76:8:45 ami 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[49 CFR Part 571] 

(Docket No. 74-21; Notice 41 

WINDSHIELD ZONE INTRUSION 
Response to Petition for Reconsideration 

This notice proposes to exempt a class 
of vehicles known as walk-in van-type 
vehicles from the requirements of Fed¬ 
eral Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 
219. Windshield Zone Intrusion (49 CFR 
571.219). 

The National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (NHTSA) recognizes 
that the barrier crash requirements of 
the standard are inapropriate for for¬ 
ward control vehicles and open body type 
vehicles with fold down or removable 
windshields and currently exempts these 
vehicles from the standard. General 
Motors has petitioned the NHTSA to ex¬ 
empt walk-in van-type vehicles as well, 
arguing that in light of the similarity 
between this type of vehicle and forward 
control vehicles, application of the 
standard to its P-10 vehicle would need¬ 
lessly eliminate that truck from the 
market and force customers to pur¬ 
chase larger, heavier, and therefore less 
fuel-efficient van-type trucks. 

A forward control vehicle is defined in 
the standard as “a configuration in 
which more than half of the engine 
length is rearward of the foremost point 
of the windshield base and the steering 
wheel is in the forward quarter of the 
vehicle length.'*’ The P-10 truck is a 
shorter version of General Motors P-20 
and P-30 trucks which do fall within this 
definition. However, because the cargo 
compartment of the P-10 is shortened 
while the front end chassis remains simi¬ 
lar to the larger vans of the series, the 
hub of the steering wheel is no longer 
located in the first quadrant of the total 
vehicle length. Therefore, the P-10 is not 
technically a forward control vehicle. 
General Motors argues that the changes 
to the rear of the vehicle should actually 
make the P-10 safer with respect to 
windshield zone intrusion than its larger 
vans, in that the P-10 has an identical 
amount front end crush space and yet, 
because it is lighter, it will have to dissi¬ 
pate less kinetic energy at any given 
speed. 

The NHTSA believes that these argu¬ 
ments may have merit and hereby pro¬ 
poses to exempt walk-in van-type vehi¬ 
cles from Standard No. 219 by amend¬ 
ing that standard as follows: 

S.3. Application. Tills standard ap¬ 
plies to passenger cars and to multipur¬ 
pose passenger vehicles, trucks and buses 
of 10.000 pounds or less gross vehicle 
weight rating. However, it does not ap¬ 


ply to forward control vehicles, walk-in 
van-type vehicles, or open-body type 
vehicles with fold-down or removable 
windshields. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit comments on the proposal. Com¬ 
ments should refer to the docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted to: Docket Section, 
National Highway Traffic Safety Admin¬ 
istration. Room 5108. 400 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. It is re¬ 
quested but not required that 10 copies 
be submitted. 

All comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
indicated below will be considered, and 
will be available for examination in the 
docket at the above address both before 
and after that date. To the extent pos¬ 
sible, comments filed after the closing 
date w r ill also be considered. However, 
the rulemaking action may proceed at 
any time after that date, and comments 
received after the closing date and too 
late for consideration in regard to the 
action will be treated as suggestions for 
future rulemaking. The NHTSA will 
continue to file relevant material as it 
becomes available in the docket after the 
closing date, and it is recommended that 
interested persons continue to examine 
the docket for new material. 

(Sec. 103, 119, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718 
(15 U.S.C. 1392. 1407); delegations of author¬ 
ity at 49 CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8.) 

Comment closing date: April 26. 1976. 

Proposed effective date: September 1. 
1976. 

Issued on March 5.1976. 

Robert L. Carter, 
Associate Administrator 
Motor Vehicle Programs. 

| FR Doc.76-6044 FUed 3-10-76:8:46 am I 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

[ 50 CFR Part 240 ] 

REGULATED COMMERCIAL FISHERIES 
Herring and Mackerel 
On January 6. 1976, the National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service published in the 
Federal Register (41 FR 1067) rules and 
regulations to carry out the recommen¬ 
dations of the International Commission 
for the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries 
(ICNAF). These regulations did not 
specify the annual quotas for herring in 
subareas 4, 5, and Stat. 6 for the 1976 
season. It was stated in § 240.41 that 
these quotas would be published in the 
Federal Register at a later date. 

At a special meeting held in Rome. 
Italy, January 20-26, 1976, the Commis¬ 
sion established catch quotas for her¬ 
ring and mackerel, provided for on board 
inspection of incidental catch of under¬ 
size herring and mackerel and limited a 
directed fishery for herring during the 
period January 1 to June 30, 1976 to 
purse seines of vessels less than 110 feet 
(33.5 meters). 

Recent discussions with members of 
the industry pointed up the need to in¬ 


clude in the Optional Settlement Agree¬ 
ment Form special requirements relative 
to fishing in Division 4X of Subarea 4 
(Browns Bank) for haddock. These spe¬ 
cial requirements will permit United 
States vessels to take and possess had¬ 
dock under the quota established for the 
United States in that area. 

The position of the vessel, quantity of 
fish taken during the previous 24 hours, 
and the arrival and departure of the ves¬ 
sel in Division 4X must be reported to 
the U.S. Coast Guard on a daily basis. 

The following amendments to Part 240 
are proposed: 

1. In 8 240.41 an annual catch quota 
for herring of 6,000 metric tons is pro¬ 
vided for Division 5Y of Subarea 5. A 
catch quota for herring was adopted for 
the first 6 months of 1976 (January 1 to 
June 30. 1976) of 9,400 metric tons in Di¬ 
vision 5Z of Subarea 5 and in Statistical 
Area 6. A directed fishery for herring is 
prohibited in Division 5Z of Subarea 5 
and in Statistical Area 6 from January 1 
to June 30, 1976 by purse seiners or ves¬ 
sels larger than 110 feet in length (33.5 
meters). An incidental catch is provided 
for vessels fishing for other species 
(either at sea or at the time of off-load¬ 
ing) in Division 5Z of Subarea 5 and 
Statistical Area 6 in amounts not exceed¬ 
ing 7.5 percent by weight of all fish on 
board. 

2. In § 240.46 the procedure to deter¬ 
mine the incidental take of herring and 
mackerel below' the legal size limit is 
changed to provide for observations dur¬ 
ing an inspection within the first 48 
hours after the vessel entered the fishery. 

3. It is proposed to amend Appendix I 
“Optional Settlement Agreement Form’* 
to require fishing vessels under the juris¬ 
diction of the United States to contact 
the U.S. Coast Guard wl\en fishing under 
the Agreement in Division 4X of Sub- 
area 4. 

The proposed amendments are to be 
issued under the authority contained in 
subsection (a) of section 7 of the North¬ 
west Atlantic Fisheries Act of 1950 (64 
Stat. 1069; U.S.C. 986» as modified by 
Reorganization Plan No. 4 effective Oc¬ 
tober 3. 1970 (35 FR 15637 ). 

Prior to the final adoption of the pro¬ 
posed amendments, consideration will be 
given to any data, views or arguments 
pertaining thereto which are submitted 
in writing to the Director, National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service, Washington, D.C. 
20235 on or before April 1. 1976. 

Issued at Washington, D.C.. and dated 
March 5, 1976. 

Jack W. Gehringer. 

Deputy Director , 

National Marine Fisheries Service. 

The proposed amendments to Subpart 
E are described below’: 

1. Amend paragraphs (2) and (3) and 
add new paragraphs (4) and (5) of 
§ 240.41(a) to read as follows: 

§ 240.41 Catch quota. 

(a)(1) • • • 

(2) The annual catch of herring by 
persons or fishing vessels fishing in Di- 
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vision 5Y of Subarea 5 shall not exceed 
6,000 metric tons. 

(3) The catch of herring for the period 
January 1 to June 30, 1976 by persons 
or fishing vessels fishing in Division 5Z 
of Subarea 5 and Statistical Area 6, shall 
not exceed 9,400 metric tons. 

(4) A directed fishery for herring in 
Division 5Z of Subarea 5 and Statistical 
Area 6 shall be prohibited from Janu¬ 
ary 1 to June 30, 1976, except with purse 
seiners or vessels of less than 110 ft. 
(33.5 meters). 

(5) A person fishing for other species 
in Division 5Z of Subarea 5 and Statis¬ 
tical Area 6 may have in possession on 
board (either at sea or at the time of 
off-loading) herring in amounts not to 
exceed 7.5 percent by weight of all fish 
on board. Should it be observed during 
an inspection under the Scheme of Joint 
International Enforcement that a vessel 
is taking herring in amounts greater than 
that permitted during the first seventy- 
two hours of fishing since entering the 
fishery within the areas specified in para¬ 
graph (4), the inspector shall note this 
fact on the inspection report and bring 
it to the attention of the Master. 

2. Amend paragraphs <b) and (d) of 
§ 240.46 to read as follows: 

§ 240.46 Size limits. 

* # • • • 

(b) A person on any trip may take 
herring less than 9 inches (22.7 cm), 
measured as specified in paragraph (a) 
of this section: Provided that the total 
amount taken does not exceed 10 percent 
by weight or 25 percent by count of all 
herring on board the vessel caught in the 
areas specified in paragraph (a) above 
which can be identified as to size at the 
time of inspection. Should it be observed 
during an inspection under the Scheme 
of Joint International Enforcement that 
a vessel is taking herring less than 9 
inches (22.7 cm) in excessive amounts 
during the first forty-eight hours of fish¬ 
ing, since entering the fishery within the 
areas specified in paragraph (a), the 
inspector shall note this fact on the in¬ 
spection report and bring it to the atten¬ 
tion of the Master. 

• • • # • 

(d) A person on any trip may take 
mackerel less than 10 inches (25 cm) 
measured as specified in paragraph (c) 
of this section provided: that the total 
amount taken does not exceed 10 percent 
by weight or 25 percent by count of all 
mackerel on board the vessel caught in 
the areas specified in paragraph (c) 
which can be identified as to size at the 
time of the inspection. Should it be ob¬ 
served during an inspection under the 
Scheme of Joint International Enforce¬ 
ment that a vessel is taking mackerel 
less than 10 inches (25 cm) in excessive 
amounts during the first forty-eight 
hours of fishing since entering the fish¬ 
ery within the areas specified in para¬ 
graph (c), the inspector shall note this 


fact on the inspection report and bring 
it to the attention of the Master. 

3. Add new item 10 in Appendix I 
“Optional Settlement Agreement Form” 
to read as follows: 

• • • • • 

10. Not withstanding the provisions of 
paragraphs 4(a) and 8(b) above, the master 
or person in charge of a vessel may take and 
possess on board a fishing vessel at any time, 

settlement fish in the amounts up to. 

pounds caught in Division 4X of Subarea 4 
(Browns Bank) provided: 

(a) The master or person in charge of the 
vessel contacts CO radio or a CG fishery in¬ 
spection vessel which may be on the scene 
once each,day (1200 hours local time) and 
provides: 

(i) Pounds of settlement fish taken within 
the previous 24 hour period from Division 
4X of Subarea 4. 

(ii) Position at time of radio contact in 
latitude and longitude or Loran bearing. 

(b) The master or person in charge of the 
vessel contacts CG radio as provided in sub- 
paragraph (a) and informs them of his ar¬ 
rival or departure from the fishing grounds 
within Division 4X of Subarea 4, and of his 
Intent to fish elsewhere prior to landing that 
trip. 

(c) If the total quantity of settlement fish 
taken In Division 4X of Subarea 4 does not 
exceed the amount specified and the provi¬ 
sion of sub-paragraphs (a) and (b) are ad¬ 
hered to, then the Regional Director agrees 
to waive the provisions of paragraphs 4 and 
8 (b). 

(d) The provisions of the paragraph shall 

remain in force during the period_ 

1976 or until the quota for Division 4X of 
Subarea 4 as set forth in Subpart B— 
Groundfish Fisheries Paragraph 240.11(a) (1) 
is taken. When the quota is attained or 
anticipated to be caught or failure of the 
vessel owner (s) to comply with the terms 
of the agreement, the provisions of para¬ 
graph 9 will apply. 

|FR Doc.76-6869 Filed 3-10-76,8.45 am) 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 
BOARD 

[ 12 CFR Part 545 ] 

| No. 76-176) 

FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN SYSTEM 

Proposed Amendments Relating to Elec¬ 
tronic Funds Transfer Through Remote 

Service Units 

March 5, 1976. 

Summary . The following summary of 
the amendments proposed by this Reso¬ 
lution is included for the reader’s con¬ 
venience and is subject to the full de¬ 
scription in the preamble and the spe¬ 
cific provisions in the regulations. 

I. Existing Regulation —Expires by its 
terms on July 31,1976. 

11. Proposed Amendment —Would 
make two changes to the existing regula¬ 
tion: 

a. Extend the term of the experimen¬ 
tal regulation to December 31, 1977. 

b. Permit additional applications to be 
made through March 31,1977. 

in. Reason for Proposal — To permit 
continued experimentation by Federal 


associations in the use of remote service 
units. 

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board 
by Resolution No. 74-573, dated June 26, 
.1974 (39 FR 23991), permitted Federal 
associations, upon application therefor, 
to establish, maintain or use, or to par¬ 
ticipate in the establishment, mainte¬ 
nance or use of, remote service units. In 
doing so, the Board expressed its opinion 
that reports from, and observations of. 
actual operation of electronic funds 
transfer systems would furnish valuable 
experience and information to the Board, 
the savings and loan industry, and the 
public relating to the substance of any 
permanent regulations which the Board 
may promulgate regarding such systems. 

Thereafter, the Board by Resolution 
No. 75-555, dated June 25. 1975 (40 FR 
27477), extended the application period 
and expiration date of the existing ex¬ 
perimental regulation to February 29, 
1976, and July 31, 1976, respectively, in 
accordance with its view that operation 
of a variety of experimental electronic 
funds transfer systems by savings and 
loan associations would contribute sig¬ 
nificantly to the study and investigation 
to be undertaken by the National Com¬ 
mission on Electronic Funds Transfers 
created under Public Law 93-495 (Octo¬ 
ber 28, 1974: 88 Stat. 1500), and would 
enlarge the informational base for devel¬ 
opment of permanent Board regulations. 
The Board continues to be of this opin¬ 
ion, and has determined that it would be 
appropriate to propose extension of its 
current experimental regulation until 
December 31, 1977, and to reopen the 
application period for approximately nine 
additional months. 

Extension of the termination date of 
remote service unit applications approved 
under existing § 545.4-2 would be con¬ 
sidered on an individual basis, but with¬ 
out need for further application. Any 
material alteration of applications ap¬ 
proved under the existing regulation 
would require application during the pro¬ 
posed new application period. 

Accordingly, the Board hereby pro¬ 
poses to amend paragraphs (g)(1) and 
(k) of § 545.4-2 to read as set forth 
below. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views, and arguments 
to the Office of the Secretary, Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board, 320 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20552, by April 12, 
1976, as to whether this proposal should 
be adopted, rejected, or modified. Written 
material submitted will be available for 
public inspection at the above address. 

§ 5 15.4—2 Remote service units (experi¬ 
mental provision). 

* • • • • 

(g) Applications. (1) A Federal asso¬ 
ciation may not establish, maintain or 
use a remote service unit, or participate 
in the establishment, maintenance, or use 
of a remote service unit, without prior 
written approval by the Board. Appllca- 
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tlons for Board approval shall be filed 
on or before March 31,1977. One original 
and one copy of any application made 
pursuant to this section shall be filed 
with the Supervisory Agent and two 
copies of such application shall be sent 
to the Director, Office of Industry Devel¬ 
opment, Federal Home Loan Bank Board, 
Washington, D.C. 20552. An applicant 
may file additional information in sup¬ 
port of its application and may amend 
the application. The Director or the Su¬ 
pervisory Agent may request an appli¬ 
cant to furnish additional information. 
• • • • • 


(k) Termination. This section and any 
approval granted under this section shall 
automatically terminate at the close of 
December 31,1977. 

(Sec. 5. 48 Stat. 132, aa amended; 12 U.S.C. 
1464. Sec. 2, PubUc Law 93-100, 87 Stat. 342. 
Reorg. Plan No 3 of 1947, 12 PR 4981, 3 C.F.R., 
1943-48 Comp., p. 1071) 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

f seal J Ronald A. Snider, 

Assistant Secretary . 
(PR Doc.76-6975 Filed 3*-10-76;8:45 am] 


10453 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

[ 16 CFR Part 437 ] 

FOOD ADVERTISING 

Final Notice Regarding Proposed Trade 
Regulation Rule 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-5914, appearing at page 
8980 in the issue for Tuesday, March 2, 
1976, make the following change: 

The last line of the second column on 
page 8983 should follow the third line of 
the second full paragraph of the third 
column. 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other than rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public. Notices 
of hearings and investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authority, filing of petitions and applications 
and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing in this section. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Agency for International Development 
ASIA FOUNDATION, INC. 

Register of Voluntary Foreign Aid Agencies 

In accordance with the regulations of 
the Agency for International Develop¬ 
ment concerning Registration of Agen¬ 
cies for Voluntary Foreign Aid <A.I.D. 
Regulation 3) 22 CFR Part 203, pro¬ 
mulgated pursuant to section 621 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as 
amended, notice is hereby given that a 
Certificate of Registration as a volun¬ 
tary foreign aid agency has been issued 
by the Advisory Committee on Voluntary 
Foreign Aid of the Agency for Inter¬ 
national Development to the following 
agency: 

The Asia Foundation. Inc.. 550 Kearny Street. 

San Francisco. California 94119. 

Dated: March 4, 1976. 

Henry S. Hendler, 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Population and Human¬ 
itarian Assistance. 

[FR Doc.76-6967 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary 

DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Closed Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 
10 of Public Law 92-463. effective Janu¬ 
ary 5. 1973, notice is hereby given that a 
closed meeting of a Panel of the DIA 
Scientific Advisory Committee will be 
held as follows: 

Thursday. 1 April 1976—Pomponio 
Plaza. Rosslyn, Va. 

The entire meeting commencing at 
0900 hrs. is devoted to the discussion of 
classified information as defined in Sec¬ 
tion 552(b)(1), Title 5 of the U.S. Code 
and therefore will be closed to the public. 
Subject matter is to work on a study of 
specialized inteligence assessments re¬ 
garding the capabilities and use of 
emerging weapons systems. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence arid 
Directives OASD {Comptroller ). 

March 5, 1976. 

JFR Doc.76-6896 Filed 3-10-76.8:45 am] 

ADVISORY GROUP ON UTILIZATION OF 
GRAVIMETRIC DATA 

Committee Establishment 

In accordance with the provisions of 
Public Law 92-463, Federal Advisory 


Committee Act. notice is hereby given 
that the Advisory Group on Utilization 
of Gravimetric Data has been found to 
be in the public interest in connection 
with the performance of duties imposed 
on the Department of Defense by law. 
The Office of Management and Budget 
has also reviewed the justification for 
this advisory group and concurs with its 
establishment. 

The nature and purpose of this Group 
is to advise the Director of Defense Re¬ 
search and Engineering on the effective 
utilization of gravimetric data to meet 
the operational needs of the military 
forces. The initial task will be to assess 
the appropriate utilization of SEASAT-A 
radar altimetry data in support of 
strategic operations and the potential 
national security implications of this 
data exploitation plan. 

The Group will meet three to five times 
during its existence, at times convenient 
to the majority of the members. 

The exact number of members in the 
Group will depend on the assigned task 
with a minimum of five members. Mem¬ 
bers will be selected on the basis of their 
pre-eminence and contributions in the 
fields of gravity research, geodesy and 
gravimetry. The membership may in¬ 
clude consultants from industry, re¬ 
searchers from universities and labora¬ 
tory investigators. 

The committee will terminate two 
years from the date of its charter and 
will operate in accordance with PL 92- 
463. the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director. Correspondence and 
Directives OASD {Comptroller ). 

March 5, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-6949 Filed 3-10 76:8:45 anil 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE WAGE 
COMMITTEE 

Closed Meetings 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10 of Pub. L. 92-463, the Federal Advi¬ 
sory Committee Act, effective January 5, 
1973, notice Is hereby given that a meet¬ 
ing of the Department of Defense Wage 
Committee will be held on Tuesday, 
April 6, 1976; Tuesday, April 13. 1976; 
Tuesday, April 20, 1976; and Tuesday, 
April 27. 1976 at 9:45 a.m. in Room 
1E801, The Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 

The Committee’s primary responsibil¬ 
ity is to consider and submit recommen¬ 
dations to the Assistant Secretary of De¬ 
fense (Manpower and Reserve Affairs) 
concerning all matters involved in the 
development and authorization of wage 
schedules for Federal prevailing rate em¬ 
ployees pursuant to Pub. L. 92-392. At 


this meeting, the Committee will con¬ 
sider wage survey specifications, wage 
survey data, local wage survey commit¬ 
tee reports and recommendations, and 
wage schedules derived therefrom. 

Under the provisions of section 10<d> 
of Pub. L. 92-463, the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, meetings may be closed 
to the public when they are concerned 
with matters listed in section 552<b> oi 
Title 5, United States Code. Two of the 
matters so listed are those related solely 
to the internal personnel rules and prac¬ 
tices of an agency (5 U.S.C. 552(b) 
(2)), and those involving trade secrets 
and commercial or financial information 
obtained from a person and privileged or 
confidential (5 U.S.C. 552(b)(4)). 

Accordingly, the Deputy Assistant Sec¬ 
retary of Defense (Civilian Personnel 
Policy) hereby determines that this 
meeting will be closed to the public be¬ 
cause the matters considered are related 
to the internal rules and practices of 
the Department of Defense (5 U.S.C. 
552(b) (2)), and the detailed wage data 
considered by the Committee during its 
meetings have been obtained from offi¬ 
cials of private establishments with a 
guarantee that the data will be held in 
confidence (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4)). 

However, members of the public who 
may wish to do so are invited to submit 
material in writing to the Chairman con¬ 
cerning matters believed to be deserving 
of the Committee’s attention. Additional 
information concerning this meeting may 
be obtained by contacting the Chairman. 
Department of Defense Wage Committee. 
Room 3D281, The Pentagon, Washington. 
D.C. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director , Correspondence and 
Directives , OASD (Comptroller ). 

March 8, 1976. 

|FR Doc.76-6978 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 amj 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

FEDERAL COLUMBIA RIVER TRANS¬ 
MISSION SYSTEM; PROPOSED RATES 

Public Meeting 

The Bonneville Power Administration 
will hold a public meeting at 10:00 a.m.. 
on April 13, 1976, in its headquarters 
auditorium, 1002 NE Holladay Street, 
Portland, Oregon. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
discuss proposed rates for transmission 
of electric power for non-Federal entities 
over the Federal Columbia River trans¬ 
mission system and proposed general 
transmission rate schedule provisions ap¬ 
plicable to such rates. These rates and 
provisions will be submitted through the 
Department of the Interior to the Fed- 
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eral Power Commission for review and 
approval. 

The proposed effective date of the pro¬ 
posed Bonneville wheeling rates will be 
the later of June 1, 1976, or the first day 
of the billing month subsequent to the 
effective date of approval by the Federal 
Power Commission, with these rate 
schedules proposed to be in effect until 
December 20, 1979. These rates and gen¬ 
eral rate schedule provisions were devel¬ 
oped to recover increased costs associated 
with such transmission and to meet the 
statutory requirements of the Federal 
Columbia River Transmission System 
Act (Pub. L. 93-454) signed into law on 
October 18, 1974. 

A brief presentation will be made by 
Bonneville Power Administration offi¬ 
cials after which questions will be an¬ 
swered. Both oral and written state¬ 
ments will be acepted at this meeting and 
will be made a part of the filing record. 
Those commenting orally can assist by 
also submitting a written copy of their 
statement. For those unable to attend the 
public meeting, written comments are 
invited and will be accepted until the 
close of business April 20, 1976. Com¬ 
ments should be sent to the Branch of 
Customer Service at the address shown 
below. 

Copies of the transmission rate sched¬ 
ules and general provisions are available 
upon request at the headquarters build¬ 
ing 1002 NE Holladay Street, Portland, 
Oregon, or by writing to the Branch of 
Customer Service, Bonneville Power Ad¬ 
ministration. P.O. Box 3621, Portland, 
Oregon 97208. 

Donald Paul Hodel, 
Administrator. 

March 5, 1976. 

(PR Doc.70-6969 Filed 3-10-76:8:46 am] 


Bureau of Land Management 

[NM 276951 

NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Application 

March 1,1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for one 4%-inch natural gas 
pipeline right-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 31 N., R. 13 W., 

Sec. 19, lots 15 and 16. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across .075 of a mile of national resource 
land in San Juan County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 3550 


Pan American Freeway, NE, Albuquer¬ 
que. New Mexico 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

|FR Doc.76-6868 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[Serial No. 1-102931 

IDAHO 

Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands 

March 4, 1976. 

The Bureau of Land Management has 
filed an application serial number I- 
10293. for the withdrawal of the lands 
described below from all forms of appro¬ 
priation and location under the public 
land laws, including the mining laws, but 
not the mineral leasing laws, subject to 
valid existing rights. The purpose of the 
withdrawal is to protect the scenic and 
recreational values of the land for future 
public use. 

Until April 12. 1976, all persons who 
wish to submit comments, suggestions or 
objections in connection with the pro¬ 
posed withdrawal, may present their 
views in writing to the undersigned offi¬ 
cer of the Bureau of Land Management, 
Room 398, Federal Building, 550 West 
Fort Street, P.O. Box 042, Boise, Idaho 
83724. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary of 
the Interior on the application will be 
published in the Federal Register. A 
separate notice will be sent to each inter¬ 
ested party of record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Boise Meridian 

The area described aggregates 54 
acres in Shoshone County, Idaho. 

T. 45 N., R. 3 E.. 

Seo. 4, Dot 14 

Sec. 9, Lot 4 

The area deescribed aggregates 54 
acres in Shoshone oCunty, Idaho. 

Vincent S. Strobel, 
Chief, Branch of L&M Operations. 

(FR Doc.76-6953 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


SALT LAKE DISTRICT OFFICE; UTAH 

Restriction of Use of Motorized Vehicles 
on National Resource Lands 

Notice is hereby given that use of mo¬ 
torized vehicles on certain national re¬ 
source lands (public lands and roads) in 
the Puddle Valley area are restricted, in 
accordance with the provisions of 43 
CFR, Part 6010.4. These restrictions do 
not apply to emergency, law enforcement, 
and federal or other government vehicles 
while being used for official or emergency 
purposes, or vehicles authorized by per¬ 
mit, contract or statute. 

The area and roads affected by tills 
restriction are located approximately 70 
miles west of Salt Lake City. The area 


is accessible from the Delle, Lakeside and 
Aragonite exits off Interstate 80. Puddle 
Valley is bounded on the west by the 
Grassy Mountains, on the east by the 
Lakeside Mountains, on the north by the 
Wendover bombing and gunnery range 
and on the south by Interstate 80. Major 
roads maintained by the military, Tooele 
County and BLM are not closed by this 
notice. Cross-country travel by all mo¬ 
torized vehicles is restricted. Roads to 
all tiie livestock wells are left open. The 
area known as Skunk Ridge is closed. 

The purpose of the restriction is to pro¬ 
tect a herd of antelope. In December, 
1975 approximately 100 head of antelope 
were reintroduced into this area. Off¬ 
road vehicle travel would disturb this new 
herd. After consultation with the Utah 
Division of Wildlife Resources and the 
Utah Division of Parks and Recreation 
a motorized vehicle restriction was de¬ 
termined to be necessary to the new an¬ 
telope herd from disturbance. These re¬ 
strictions have been discussed with a va¬ 
riety of off-road vehicle clubs, wildlife 
clubs and interested publics in the Skull 
Valley-Lakeside Planning Unit meetings. 
Additional meetings and individual con¬ 
tacts have been made with other con¬ 
cerned individuals. 

The restriction is effective immediately 
until July 31, 1977. After July 31,1977 the 
restrictions will only apply to the ante¬ 
lope fawning time period from April 1, 
until July 1 annually. The entire area will 
be posted and signed at common points 
of vehicular access. 

Maps showing the area are available at 
the Salt Lake District Office, 2370 South 
2300 West. Salt Lake City, Utah 84119. 

This Notice is effective upon publica¬ 
tion. 

Dated: February 24, 1976. 

Gerald E. Hillier, 
District Manager. 

[FR Doc.76-6954 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[Utah 31031] 

RESTORATION AND OPENING OF PART OF 
THE LANDS; UTAH 

Modification of Proposed Protective 
Withdrawal and Reservation of Lands 

The Bureau of Land Management, U.S. 
Department of the Interior, has filed an 
application, Serial No. Utah 31031, for 
the withdrawal of the national resource 
lands described in a notice of proposed 
withdrawal published at 40 FR 49583 on 
October 23, 1975 (FR Doc. 75-28561 Filed 
10/22/75). 

That notice is modified by deleting 
some of the lands described therein and 
adding additional lands described as: 

Salt Lake Meridian, Utah 

KANE COUNTY 
EAST CLARK BENCH 

Delete 

T. 43 S.. R. 1 E., 

Sec. 12, N^SE^. 

T 43 S R 2 E 

Sec. 7, LotS.NE^SWft.N&SEft; 

Sec. 8. N&Sft. 

The area described contains 403.59 acres. 
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Add 

T. 43 8., R. 1 E., 

Sec. 1. Lots 1, 2, 3. 4, 8 , 8W%. 

T. 43 S.. R. 2 E., 

Sec. 8. NE%SW%. 8^8%: 

Sec. 6. Lot 11; 

Sec. 9. NE%NBVi,6fcNEK: 

Sec. 10. N^. NEy 4 8Wy 4 . NW»/ 4 SE^4 con¬ 
sisting of Lots 1 and 19. and part of 
Lot 2; 

Sec. 11. NW*4. 

The area described contains 1,403.59 acres. 

The balance of the application re¬ 
mains as described in the notice of pro¬ 
posed withdrawal referred to above. 

All of these lands are withdrawn from 
all forms of appropriation under the 
public land laws, including the general 
mining, material sales, and mineral leas¬ 
ing laivs; excepting quantity and special 
grants to the State, State indemnity se¬ 
lections. 8tate exchanges, private ex¬ 
changes, and such other laws or special 
legislation as might be found suitable for 
such disposal in support of the proposed 
Kaiparowits Electric Power Generating 
Project. This withdrawal is under the 
authority of Executive Order 10355. 

The purpose of this withdrawal is for 
the protection of the proposed plantsite 
and townsite from conflicting appropria¬ 
tions, applications, entries or selections, 
and to provide ample time for comple¬ 
tion of the necessary investigation and 
assessment of the environmental im¬ 
pacts. When the sites are finally selected 
the withdrawal will be revoked as to 
those lands not needed for plantsite or 
townsite development. 

On or before April 12, 1976 all per¬ 
sons who wish to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestions, or objections in connection 
with the proposed withdrawal, may pre¬ 
sent their views in writing to the Utah 
State Director, Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, University Club Building, 136 East 
South Temple, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84111. 

If circumstances warrant, a publio 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record 

As to the 403.59 acres described under 
“delete”, above, it is ordered as follows: 

At 10:00 A.M. on April 12, 1976 the 
above described lands will be restored to 
the operation of the public land laws, 
generally, subject to valid existing rights, 
and subject to the segregative effect of 
classification for multiple use manage¬ 
ment pursuant to the Act of Septem¬ 
ber 19. 1964 (78 Stat. 986; 43 U.S.C. 1411- 
18). Serial No. Utah 5699. All valid ap¬ 
plications received prior to that time will 
be considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received after that time 
will be considered in the order of filing. 

Further information regarding these 
lands is available from the State Direc¬ 
tor, Bureau of Land Management, Uni¬ 


versity Club Building, 136 East South 
Temple, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 

Paul L. Howard, 
State Director, Utah* 

March 4, 1976. 

[FR Doc.76-6956 Filed 8-10-76;8:45 am] 


BAKER DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Baker 
District, Bureau of Land Management 
Multiple Use Advisory Board will meet 
April 15.1976. 

The meeting wrill begin at 9:00 a.m., 
April 15, 1976, in the Conference Room, 
Room 235, Federal Building, Baker, 
Oregon. The purpose of the meeting will 
be to present the Grande Ronde Unit 
Management Framework Plan to the 
Board and obtain their input to the pro¬ 
posed plan. 

The meeting is open to the public. 

Albert Romeo, • 
District Manager . 

March 4,1976. 

|FR Doc.76-7001 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


(N-12360] 

NEVADA 

Airport Lease Application 

March 5, 1976. 

1. Notice is hereby given that pur¬ 
suant to the Act of May 24, 1928 (49 
U.S.C. 211-214), Norman R. Williams 
has applied for an airport lease for the 
following land: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 
T 2 S R 35 E , 

Sec! 16. NE*4. N^NW^SEV*. N^SW»4- 

nwv 4 se>/ 4 , se y 4 qw vi n w y A se, se»4- 

NW%8E»/ 4 ,8WV48E^,B^SE»4. 

2. The purpose of this notice Is to in¬ 
form the public that the filing of this ap¬ 
plication segregates the described land 
from all other forms of appropriation 
under the public land laws. 

3. Interested persons desiring to ex¬ 
press their views should promptly send 
their names and addresses to the District 
Manager. Bureau of Land Management, 
4765 W. Vegas Drive, Box 5400, Las 
Vegas, NV 89102. 

Wm. J. Malencik, 

Chief , 

Division of Technical Services . 

[FR Doc.76-6913 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


IN-12640] 

NEVADA 

Airport Lease Application 

March 5, 1976. 

1. Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the Act of May 24. 1928 (49 UB.C. 


211-214), Clyde A. Thomas, has applied 
for an airport lease for the following 
land: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

T. 31 N., . 23 

Sec. 10. SEV 4 ; 

Bee. 11. SW^NWVi, W%6W>4; 

Sec. 15, NE»/ 4 NEJ4. 

2. The purpose of tills notice Is to in¬ 
form the public that the filing of this 
application segregates the described land 
from all other forms of appropriation 
under the public land laws. 

3. Interested persons desiring to ex¬ 
press their views should promptly send 
their names and addresses to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management. 
P.O. Box 41, Winnemucca, Nevada 89445. 

Wm. J. Malencik, 

Chief , 

Division of Technical Services . 

JFR Doc.76-6912 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


INM 27697. 27698] 

NEW MEXICO 
Applications 

March 3, 1976. 

Notice Is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
676). El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for two 4V 2 Inch natural gas 
pipeline rights-of-w T ay across the follow¬ 
ing land: 

New Mexico Principle Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 81 N„ R. 10 W.. 

Sec. 16. lota 3. 4. 6 and 11. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across .463 of a mile of national resource 
land In San Juan County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the applications should be approved, and 
If so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management. 3550 
Pan American Freeway, NE. Albuquer¬ 
que, New Mexico 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief. Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc.76-6812 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


INM 27699] 

NEW MEXICO 
Application 

March 3. 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 <30 UB.C. 185). as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
676), Northwest Pipeline Corporation has 
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applied for one 4y 2 -inch natural gas 
pipeline right-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 32 N.. R. 7 W., 

Sec. 27, lot 5. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across .041 of a mile of national resource 
land in San Juan County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and condi¬ 
tions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 
3550 Pan American Freeway, NE., Albu¬ 
querque, New Mexico 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations . 

[FR Doc.76-6811 Piled 3-9-76:8:45 am] 


[NM 27700] 

NEW MEXICO 
Application 

March 4, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America has applied for two 4-inch 
natural gas pipelines and a meter site 
right-of-way across the following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 23 S.. R. 31 E., 

Sec. 25. SV 2 NW*4; 

Sec. 35, SEttNEVi, NEV4SE& and S^SEfc. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 1.184 miles of national resource 
land in Eddy County. New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and condi¬ 
tions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, NM 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

(FR Doc.76-6998 Piled 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[NM 27702] 

NEW MEXICO 
Application 

March 4, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), Phillips Petroleum Company has 


applied for two 4 &-inch natural gas 
pipeline rights-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 15 S., R. 29 E.. 

Sec. 13,SEV4NE^; 

Sec. 22, NftSWK and SK^SWft: 

Sec. 27, NW»/ 4 NE»4. S*/ 2 NE«4, NE&NW»4 and 
EV 2 SE«4. 

T. 15 S., R. 30 E., 

Sec.l7,SfcN%: 

Sec. 18, lot 2, SftNE&and SEftNWft. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 3.816 miles of national resource 
lands in Chaves County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, P.O. 
Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 
]FR Doc.76-6999 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[NM 27693, 27711, 27712. 27715, 27718, 27719] 

NEW MEXICO 
Applications 

March 4, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for six 4 , /fc-inch natural gas pipe¬ 
line rights-of-way across the following 
lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 25 N., R. 6 W.. 

Sec. 13.N&SWV4. 

T. 28 N., R. 6 W.. 

Sec. 12, lot 4 and SW&SW 14 . 

T. 26 N.. R. 7 W. 

Sec. 25. NW^NWVi. 

T. 28 N., R. 7 W.. 

Sec. 18. NWV4NEV4. 

T. 30 N., R. 9 W., 

Sec. ll.Ni/ 2 SEi 4 ; 

Sec. 12. NW 14 SW 14 . 

T. 32 N., R. 10 W„ 

Sec. 31, lots 13 and 20. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 1.409 miles of national resource 
lands in Rio Arriba and San Juan Coun¬ 
ties, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the applications should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management. 3550 
Pan American Freeway, NE, Albuquer¬ 
que, New Mexico 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 
[FR Doc.76-7000 Filed 3-10-70:8:45 am] 


ROSWELL DISTRICT MULTIPLE USE 
ADVISORY BOARD 

Public Meeting 

March 4, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that the Roswell 
District Multiple Use Advisory Board will 
meet May 13 and 14, 1976, in the District 
Office conference room at 1717 West 
Second Street, Roswell, New Mexico. 

The agenda will include half-day field 
trip to the Mescalero Sands area east of 
Roswell on May 13. This tour is open to 
the public; however, members of the pub¬ 
lic wishing to participate will have to 
provide their own transportation. The 
tour will leave the District Office at 8:30 
a.m. and return by 1:00 p.m. The balance 
of May 13 and all of May 14 will be de¬ 
voted to a working session of resolving 
significant resource conflicts in the East 
Chaves management framework plan¬ 
ning. There will also be progress reports 
from the Ft. Stanton Land Use Subcom¬ 
mittee and the Antelope Fencing Conflict 
Subcommittee. 

Meeting times will be from 8:30 a.m. 
to 4:30 p.m. on May 13 and 9:00 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m. on May 14. 

The meeting will be open to the pub- 
lice. Time will be available for a limited 
number of brief statements by members 
of the public on May 14. Those wishing 
to make oral statements should notify 
‘the District Manager, Roswell District 
Office at 1717 West Second Street, Ros¬ 
well, New Mexico 88201, Phone 505-622- 
7670 before the date of the meeting. 
Written statements will be received any 
time. 

Further information concerning the 
meeting may be obtained from Malcolm 
Charlton, Acting District Manager of the 
Roswell District, phone number 505-622- 
7670. 

Malcolm Charlton, 
Acting District Manager . 

[FR Doc.70 6911 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[INT DES 76-8] 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION; 

HAYMILL SERVICE 

Availability of Draft Supplement to 
Environmental Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Bonneville Power Administra¬ 
tion has prepared a draft facility loca¬ 
tion supplement to its Fiscal Year 1977 
Environmental Statement. This supple¬ 
ment covers the proposal for the Haymill 
Service. 

The proposed facilities involve the con¬ 
struction of approximately 9 miles of 
138-kV transmission line from a tap 
point on an Idaho Power Company 138- 
kV line to BPA’s Haymill Substation. 
This proposal will involve Minidoka 
County, Idaho. Depending upon the final 
route location chosen, between approxi¬ 
mately 8 and 9 miles of new right-of-way 
would be required between the tap point 
north of Rupert, Idaho, and Haymill 
Substation. Little or no new access road 
would be required under each of the al¬ 
ternatives. Impacts would include slight 
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disturbances to natural vegetation, crop¬ 
land, and associated wildlife habitat. 
Such disturbances will occur primarily 
during construction. 

Copies of the draft supplement are 
available for inspection in the library of 
the Headquarters Office of BP A, 1002 NJE. 
Holladay Street, Portland, Oregon 97232; 
the Washington, D.C., Office in the In¬ 
terior Building, Room 5600; the Walla 
Walla Area Office, West 101 Poplar, P.O. 
Box 1518, Walla Walla, Washington 
99362; and the Idaho Falls District Of¬ 
fice, 531 Lomax Street, Idaho Falls, Idaho 
83401. 

A limited number of copies are also 
available and may be obtained by writ¬ 
ing to the Environmental Office, Bonne¬ 
ville Power Administration, P.O. Box 
3621, Portland. Oregon 97208 or to the 
Walla Walla Area Office and the Idaho 
Falls District Office at the above 
addresses. Comments on the supplement 
should be sent to the Environmental Of¬ 
fice by May 10,1976. 

Dated; March 5, 1976. 

Stanley D. Doremus, 

Acting Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 

1PR Doc.76-6914 Piled 3-10-76;8:45 ami 


Office of the Secretary 

COMMISSIONER, BUREAU OF 
RECLAMATION 

Delegation of Authority 

Tliis Notice is published in accordance 
with the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552(a) (1) 
(E). The delegation of authority to the 
Commissioner of Reclamation, previous¬ 
ly published in the Federal Register at 
33 FR 12391 and 35 FR 11703, is amended 
by the addition of subparagraph (15) to 
Part 255. Chapter 1, paragraph .1A of 
the Department of the Interior Manual. 
The delegation was made by Departmen¬ 
tal Manual Release No. 1837 dated Feb¬ 
ruary 2. 1976, and is published below. 

The following material is a portion of 
the Departmental Manual, and the num¬ 
bering system Is that of the Manual. 

Part 255— Bureau of Reclamation 

CHAPTER 1—GENERAL PROGRAM DELEGATION 

.1 Delegation. The Commissioner of 
Reclamation is authorized, except as pro¬ 
vided in 200 DM 1 and in 255 DM 1.2. to: 

A. Perform the functions and exercise 
the authority now or hereafter vested tn 
the Secretary of the Interior, or in the 
Department of the Interior, by: 

* * * • • 

(15) The Colorado River Basin Salin¬ 
ity Control Act of June 24, 1974 (88 Stat. 
266) to the extent not already delegated 
under (1) above. 


Dated; March 2, 1976. 

Richard R. Hite, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
(FE Doc.76-6958 Piled 3-10-76,8:45 am] 


| INT-DES-70-11J 

DALLAS CREEK PROJECT, COLORADO 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Department of the Interior has 
prepared a draft environmental state¬ 
ment on a proposed water resource proj¬ 
ect that would develop water for munic¬ 
ipal and industrial uses and irrigation 
in western Colorado. It would also bene¬ 
fit fisheries, recreation, and flood con¬ 
trol. Written comments may be submit¬ 
ted to the Regional Director within 45 
day of this notice. 

Copies are available for inspection at 
the following locations: 

Office of Assistant to the Commissioner— 
Ecology, Room 7620. Bureau of Reclama¬ 
tion, Department of the Interior, Washing¬ 
ton, D C. 20240, telephone (202 ) 34*3-4991. 
Division of Engineering Support, Technical 
Services and Publications Branch, E&R 
Center, Denver Federal Center, Denver, 
Colorado 80225, telephone (303) 234-3006. 
Office of the Regional Director. Bureau of 
Reclamation. Federal BuUding, 125 South 
State Street. Salt Lake City. Utah 84147, 
telephone (801) 524-5404 
Western Colorado Projects Office. Bureau of 
Reclamation, Building 8. ERDA Compound. 
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501, telephone 
(303) 242-8283. 

Single copies of the draft statement 
may be obtained on request to the Com¬ 
missioner of Reclamation or the Region¬ 
al Director. Please refer to the statement 
number above. 

Dated: March 8,1976. 

Stanley D. Doremus, 
Acting Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 

|PR Doc.76-7009 Filed 3-9-76:8:45 ami 


IINT FES 76-161 

Bureau of Reclamation 

SAN FELIPE DIVISION, CENTRAL VALLEY 
PROJECT, CALIFORNIA 

Availability of Final Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Department of the Interior has 
prepared a final environmental state¬ 
ment on a proposed water supply proj¬ 
ect for the purpose of furnishing supple¬ 
mental and irrigation water supplies to 
water-deficient portions of Santa Clara 
and San Benito Counties, south of San 
Francisco Bay. California. The environ¬ 
mental statement concerns the effects of 
construction of tunnels and conduits 
with associated pumping plants and reg¬ 
ulating reservoirs to deliver some 200,000 
acre-feet of water per year (by the year 
2020) from Central Valley Project sup¬ 
plies conveyed through and diverted 
from the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta 
to areas of the two specified Counties. 

Copies are available for Inspection at 
the following locations: 


Office of Assistant to the Commissioner— 
Ecology. Room 7620, Bureau of Reclama¬ 
tion, Department of the Interior, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20240. 

Division of Engineering Support. Technical 
Services and Publications Branch, E&R 
Center, Denver, Colorado 80225. Tele phone 
(303) 234-3006. 

Office of the Regional Director. Bureau of 
Reclamation, 2800 Cottage Way. Sacra¬ 
mento, California 95825. Telephone (916) 
484-4792. 

Single copies of the statement may be 
obtained on request to the Commissioner 
of Reclamation or the Regional Direc¬ 
tor. Please refer to the statement number 
above. 

Dated: March 8.1976. 

Stanley D. Doremus, 

Acting Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 

(PR Doc.7010 Piled 3-10-7G;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Cooperative State Research Service 
COMMITTEE OF NINE 
Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act, Public Law 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Com¬ 
mittee of Nine at 8:30 A.M., April 14-15. 
1976, in Room 3109-S, South Building. 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

The purpose of the meeting Ls to eval¬ 
uate and recommend proposals for coop¬ 
erative research on problems that con¬ 
cern agriculture in two or more States, 
and to make recommendations for allo¬ 
cation of funds. The meeting is open to 
the public and written statements can be 
filed with the Committee before or after 
the meeting. 

The names of the members of the Com¬ 
mittee, the agenda, minutes, and other 
information pertaining to the meeting 
may be obtained from the Recording 
Secretary, Committee of Nine, Coopera¬ 
tive State Research Service. U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 
20250, telephone 202-447-5260. 

Dated: March 2, 1976. 

R. L. Lovvorn. 

Administrator. 

|PR Doc.76-6906 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am I 


Forest Service 

MINERAL KING RECREATION DEVELOP¬ 
MENT; SEQUOIA NATIONAL FOREST 

Availability of Final Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Mineral 
King Recreation Development Sequoia 
National Forest, California, USDA-FS- 
R5-FES (Adm) -75-02. 
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The proposal is to develop Mineral 
King for year-round recreational use. 
Mineral King is a 16,000-acre area of 
valley and surrounding alpine moun¬ 
tains in the Sequoia National Forest, 
Tulare County. California. The pre¬ 
ferred alternative will provide for 
about 8.000 visitors a day during winter. 
6.000 non-winter. Facilities at Mineral 
King will include campsites for 625 per¬ 
sons, 25 miles of new hiking trails, and 
18 ski lifts. Lodging for up to 4.500 per¬ 
sons and food and service facilities will 
be provided at Silver City and Faculty 
Flat and along Monarch Creek in Min¬ 
eral King valley. 

Access is proposed by a new 24-mile 
road (utilizing about 60 percent of the 
existing road alignment) from Ham¬ 
mond to Faculty Flat. The existing road 
from Faculty Flat to Mineral King vil¬ 
lage will be reconstructed for public 
transit. General public access by private 
vehicle will not be provided in Mineral 
King valley. A five-acre, 2,200-vehicle 
parking structure at Faculty Flat and a 
500-vehicle capacity lot at Silver City are 
proposed. 

This final environmental statement 
was transmitted to the Council on En¬ 
vironmental Quality (SEQ) on February 
26. 1976. 

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

USDA. Forest Service, South Agriculture 
Building, Room 3231, 12th Street and In¬ 
dependence Avenue. S.W., Washington. 
D C. 20250. 

USDA. Forest Service. California Region. 630 
Sansome Street, Room 529, San Francisco, 
California 94111. 

Sequoia National Forest. 900 W. Grand. 

Porterville. California 93257. 

Angeles National Forest. 160 South IjOs 
R obles Avenue. Pasadena. California 91101. 
District Ranger. Tule River Ranger District, 
32588 Highway 190, Porterville. California 
93257. 

District Ranger. Greenhorn Ranger District, 
Federal Building, Room 326, 800 Truxtun 
Avenue. Bakersfield, California 93301. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available, upon request, from Regional 
Forester Douglas R. Leisz. California Re¬ 
gion. U.S. Forest Service, 630 Sansome 
Street. San Francisco, California 94111. 

Copies of the final environmental 
statement have been sent to various Fed¬ 
eral, State, and local agencies as outlined 
in the CEQ guidelines. 

Douglas R. Leisz. 

Regional Forester. 

March 3, 1976. 

[FR Doc.76-6946 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 ami 


MT. CHARLESTON PLANNING UNIT 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
i969. the Forest Sevice, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en¬ 


vironmental statement for the Mount 
Charleston Planning Unit, Toiyabe Na¬ 
tional Forest, Nevada. The Forest Service 
report number is USDA-FS-DES (Adm) 
R4-76-11. 

The environmental statement identi¬ 
fies and evaluates the probable effects of 
proposed land uses for the planning unit, 
evaluates possible alternative courses of 
action. £nd provides a summary record 
of public participation in development of 
the proposed plan. The purpose of the 
land use plan is to allocate National 
Forest lands and resources to specific 
uses and activities; establish manage¬ 
ment objectives: provide a record of 
management direction and decisions for 
specific areas and units of land; coordi¬ 
nate measures between resource uses and 
activities; and establish protective meas¬ 
ures to keep adverse envirohmental ef¬ 
fects to a minimum. 

This draft environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on March 5, 
1976. 

Copies are available for Inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

USDA. Forest Service, South Agriculture 
Bldg.. Room 3230. 12th St. and Independ¬ 
ence Ave., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250. 
Forest Supervisor, Toiyabe National Forest. 
Ill North Virginia Street, Room 601, Reno. 
Nevada 89501. 

Regional Planning Office, USDA. Forest Serv¬ 
ice. Federal Building. Room 4408, 324-25th 
Street. Ogden, Utah 84401. 

District Forest Ranger, Las Vegas Ranger 
District. Federal Building, 300 Las Vegas 
Blvd.. South Las Vegas. Nevada 89101. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Supervi¬ 
sor John J. Lavin. Toiyabe National 
Forest. Ill North Virginia Street. Room 
601. Reno, Nevada 89501. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the 
CEQ Guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
and from State and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any 
environmental impact involved for which 
comments have not been requested 
specifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional in¬ 
formation should be addressed to Forest 
Supervisor John J. Lavin, Toiyabe Na¬ 
tional Forest. Ill North Virginia Street, 
Room 601, Reno, Nevada 89501. Com¬ 
ments must be received by May 4, 1976, 
in order to be considered in the prepara¬ 
tion of the final environmental state¬ 
ment. 

Dated: March 5. 1976. 

P. M. Rees, 
Director. 

Regional Planning and Budget. 
(FR Doc.76-6947 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 ami 


BLACKTAIL PLANNING UNIT MULTIPLE 
USE PLAN 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2X0 of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft envi¬ 
ronmental statement for Blacktall Plan¬ 
ning Unit, Forest Service Report Num¬ 
ber USDA-FS-DES (adm> Rl-76-13. 

The environmental statement concerns 
a proposed land me plan for Blacktail 
Planning Unit. Bonner County, Idaho. 
Approximately 88.010 acres are included 
in the planning unit of which 21,890 acres 
are National Forest land. This plan allo¬ 
cates resources and specifies land use 
prescriptions for National Forest land 
only. Resource information for lands in 
other ownership is also included for 
owners 'managers to use as they wish. 

Consisting of the higher elevations and 
more inaccesible areas, much of the Na¬ 
tional Forest ownership is broken and 
scattered with one major exception: A 
continuous portion of the rugged west 
shoreline of Lake Pend Oreille. The pro¬ 
posed plan emphasizes recreation, wild¬ 
life habitat, and high scenic quality on 
key areas. Timber forage and water uses 
would also be provided to the extent pos¬ 
sible without deterioration of the empha¬ 
sized values. Fisheries habitat and most 
wildlife habitat would be maintained or 
tin some cases) improved. There would 
be a decrease in the small amount of 
lands that could be managed for primi¬ 
tive or backcountry recreation. No lands 
in the Blacktail Planning Unit meet the 
Region One (U.S. Forest Service) criteria 
for roadless and undeveloped areas. 

This draft environmental statement 
was filed with CEQ on March 3,1976. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

USDA Forest Service. South Agricultural 
Bldg.. Room 3230. 12th St. & Independence 
Ave.. SW, Washington, DC 20250. 

USDA Forest Service, Northern Region, Fed¬ 
eral Building, Missoula, MT 59801. 

USDA Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle Na¬ 
tional Forests, P.O. Box 310. Coeur d’Alene. 
ID 83814. 

USDA Forest Service. Sandpoint Ranger Dis¬ 
trict, Federal Building. Sandpoint. ID 
83864. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Super¬ 
visor Ralph Kizer, Idaho Panhandle Na¬ 
tional Forests. P.O. Box 310, Coeur 
d’Alene. ID 83814. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public 
and from State and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any 
environmental impact Involved for which 
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comments have not been requested 
specifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to Forest 
Supervisor Ralph Kizer, Idaho Pan¬ 
handle National Forests, P.O. Box 310, 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814. 

Comments must be received by May 3, 
1976, in order to be considered in the 
preparation of the final environmental 
statement, 

Ralph D. Kizer, 
Forest Supervisor. 

IFR Doc.76-6996 Filed 3-10-76;8.45 am] 


LAND USE PLAN—HORSE CREEK 
ADMINISTRATIVE-RESEARCH PROJECT 

Availability of Final Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final envi¬ 
ronmental statement for the Land Use 
Plan—USDA - FS - RL( 17) -FES-Adm- 
76-5. 

The environmental statement concerns 
the proposed implementation of a re¬ 
vised Land Use Plan for the Horse Creek 
Administrative-Research Project, Selway 
Ranger District, Nezperce National For¬ 
est, Idaho County, Idaho. The entire 
Horse Creek drainage is 16.8 square miles 
and about 10,750 acres of National Forest 
land are affected. This is the first inten¬ 
sive effort to accomplish the Meadow 
Creek Barometer Watershed objective of 
assessing the impact of land manage¬ 
ment activities on the soil and water re¬ 
sources in the Northern Rocky Mountain 
physiographic province. This environ¬ 
mental statement deals with the envi¬ 
ronmental impacts resulting from this 
proposed study. 

This final environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on March 4, 
1976. 

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture 
Bldg., Room 3230, 12th St. & Independence 
Ave., SW, Washington, D.C. 20250. 

USDA, Forest Service, Northern Region, Fed¬ 
eral Building, Missoula, MT 59801. 

USDA, Forest Service, Nezperce National For¬ 
est, 319 E. Main, Orangeville, ID 83630. 
USDA, Forest Service, Selway Ranger District, 
Kooskia, ID 83639. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to: 

USDA, Forest Service, Nezperce National For¬ 
est, 319 E. Main, Orangeville. ID 83530. 
USDA, Forest Service, Selway Ranger District, 
Kooskia, ID 83539. 

Copies of the environmental state¬ 
ment have been sent to various Federal 
State and local agencies as outlined in 
the CEQ guidelines. 

Eo Larsen, 

Acting Forest Supervisor , Nez¬ 
perce National Forest, North¬ 
ern Region, 

March 4, 1976. 

]FR Doc.76-6997 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


TWISP-WINTHROP-CONCONULLY 
PLANNING UNIT 

Availability of Draft Environmental State- 
ment; Extension of Review Period 

The notice of availability for the 
Twisp-W inthrop-Conconully Planning 
Unit Land Use Plan, Okanogan National 
Forest, Oregon, USDA-FS-Rp-DES- 
(Adm)-76-5, that appeared in the Fed¬ 
eral Register Volume 41, Number 13, 
Tuesday, January 20, 1976, (41 FR 2838), 
is corrected to extend the review period 
to March 19,1976. 

Curtis L. Swanson, 
Regional Environmental Coor - 
dinator Planning , Program¬ 
ing, and Budgeting. 

March 5,1976. 

[FR Doc.76-6910 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN 

Notice of Consolidated Decision on Appli¬ 
cations for Duty-Free Entry of Scientific 

Articles 

The following is a consolidated deci¬ 
sion on applications for duty-free entry 
of scientific articles pursuant to Section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) 
and the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (40 F.R. 12253 et seq. t 15 CFR 
701, 1975.) 

A copy of the record pertaining to each 
of the applications in this consolidated 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Special 
Import Programs Division, Office of Im¬ 
port Programs, Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Decision: Applications denied. Appli¬ 
cants have failed to establish that in¬ 
struments or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles, 
for such purposes as the foreign articles 
are intended to be used, are not being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Reasons: Subsection 301.8 of the Regu¬ 
lations provides in pertinent part: 

“The applicant shall on or before the 
20th day following the date of such no¬ 
tice, inform the Deputy Assistant Secre¬ 
tary whether it intends to resubmit an¬ 
other application for the same article 
for the same intended purposes to which 
the denied application relates. The ap¬ 
plicant shall then resubmit the new ap¬ 
plication on or before the 90th day fol¬ 
lowing the date of the notice of denial 
without prejudice to resubmission, unless 
an extension of time is granted by the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary in writing 
prior to the expiration of the 90 day pe¬ 
riod. • • • If the applicant fails, within 
the applicable time periods specified 
above, to either (a) inform the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary whether it intends to 
resubmit another application for the 
same article to which the denial without 
prejudice to resubmission relates, or (b) 
resubmit the new application, the prior 


denial without prejudice to resubmission 
shall have the effect of a final decision by 
the Deputy Assistant Secretary on the 
application within the context of Sub¬ 
section 301.11.** 

The meaning of the subsection is that 
should an applicant either fail to notify 
the Deputy Assistant Secretary of its in¬ 
tent to resubmit another application for 
the same article to which the denial 
without prejudice relates within the 20 
day period, or fails to resubmit a new 
application within the 90 day period, the 
prior denial without prejudice to resub¬ 
mission will have the effect of a final de¬ 
nial of the application. 

None of the applicants to which tills, 
consolidated decision relates has satis¬ 
fied the requirements set forth above, 
therefore, the prior denials without 
prejudice have the effects of a final de¬ 
cision denying their respective applica¬ 
tions. 

Subsection 301.8 further provides: 

41 • * • the Deputy Assistant Secre¬ 
tary shall transmit a summary of the 
prior denial without prejudice to resub¬ 
mission to the Federal Register for pub¬ 
lication, to the Commissioner of Cus¬ 
toms, and to the applicant.*’ 

Each of the prior denials without 
prejudice to resubmission to which this 
consolidated decision relates was based 
on the failure of the respective appli¬ 
cants to submit the required documenta¬ 
tion, including a completely executed ap¬ 
plication form, in sufficient detail to al¬ 
low the issue of “scientific equivalency" 
to be determined by the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary. 

Docket number: 75-00129-36-46070. 
Applicant: University of Wisconsin— 
Oshkosh, Department of Biology, Osh¬ 
kosh, Wisconsin 54901. Article: Scan¬ 
ning Electron Microscope, Model HHS- 
2R. Date of denial without prejudice to 
resubmission: October 14, 1975. 

Docket number: 75-00550-99-30095. 
Applicant: The Evergreen State College 
Laboratory Building, Olympia, Washing¬ 
ton 98505. Article: Stopped Flow Spec¬ 
trophotometer and attachments. Date of 
denial without prejudice to resubmis¬ 
sion: November 10, 1975. 

Docket number: 75-00573-33-46070. 
Applicant: University of Illinois at Medi¬ 
cal Center, College of Dentistry. Depart¬ 
ment of Oral Pathology, 808 S. Wood 
Street, Rm. 386 DMP, Chicago, IL. 60612. 
Article: Stereoscan Scanning Electron 
Microscope,.Model S4-10. Date of denial 
without prejudice to resubmission: 
November 13, 1975. 

Docket number: 76-00013-33-46500 
Applicant: Indiana University, Purchas¬ 
ing Department, 1101 East 17th Street. 
Bloomington, IN 47401. Article: OMU3 
Ultramicrotome with stereoscopic micro¬ 
scope and accessories. Date of denial 
without prejudice to resubmission: 
November 11, 1975. 

Docket number: 76-00020-33-90000. 
Applicant: St. Joseph’s Hospital & Medi¬ 
cal Center, 350 West Thomas Road, P.O. 
Box 2071, Pheonix, Arizona 85001. Arti¬ 
cle: EMI Scanner with Magnetic Tape 
Transport System and Diagnostic Dis¬ 
play Console. Date of denial without 
prejudice to resubmission: November 11. 
1975. 
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No, 11.106, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director, Special Import 

Programs Division . 

[FR Doc.76-6895 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


hardware subcommittee of the com¬ 
puter SYSTEMS TECHNICAL ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 

Partially Closed Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. 
App. I (Supp. IV, 1974), notice Is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Hardware 
Subcommittee of the Computer Systems 
Technical Advisory Committee will be 
held on Tuesday, April 13, 1976, at 1:00 
p.m. in Room 5230, Main Commerce 
Building, 14th and Constitution Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C, 

The Computer Systems Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee was initially estab¬ 
lished on January 3, 1973. On December 
20, 1974, the Acting Assistant Secretary 
for Administration approved the rechar¬ 
ter and extension of the Committee for 
two additional years, pursuant to Section 
5(c)(1) of the Export Administration 
Act of 1969, as amended, 50 U.S.C. App. 
Sec. 2404(c) <1) and the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act. The Hardware Subcom¬ 
mittee of the Computer System Tech¬ 
nical Advisory Committee was estab¬ 
lished on July 8, 1975, with the approval 
of the Director, Office of Export Admin¬ 
istration. pursuant to the charter of the 
committee. 

The Committee advises the Office of 
Export Administration, Bureau of East- 
West Trade, with respect to questions 
involving technical matters, world-wide 
availability and actual utilization of pro¬ 
duction and technology, and licensing 
procedures which may affect the level of 
export controls applicable to computer 
systems, including technical data related 
thereto, and including those whose ex¬ 
port is subject to multilateral (COCOM) 
controls. The Hardware Subcommittee 
was formed to continue the work of the 
Performance Characteristics and Per¬ 
formance Measurements Subcommittee, 
pertaining to (a) maintenance of the 
processor performance tables and fur¬ 
ther investigation of total system per¬ 
formance; and (b) investigation of array 
processors in terms of establishing the 
significance of these devices and deter¬ 
mining the differences in characteristics 
of various types of these devices. 

The Subcommittee meeting agenda has 
six parts: 

General Session 

(1) Opening remarks by the Subcommittee 
Chairman. 

(2) Presentation of papers or comments 
by the public. 

(3) Discussion of applications of micro¬ 
processors. 

(4) Difficulties of putting them Into opera¬ 
tion. 

(5) The netting of microprocessors. 

Executive Session 

(8) Discussion of matters properly classl- 
under Executive Order 11652, dealing 


with the U.S. and COCOM control program 
and strategic criteria related thereto. 

The public will be permitted to attend 
the General Session, at which a limited 
number of seats will be available. To the 
extent time permits members of the pub¬ 
lic may present oral statements to the 
Subcommittee. Written statements may 
be submitted at any time before or after 
the meeting. 

With respect to agenda item (6). the 
Acting Assistant Secretary of Commerce 
for Administration, with the concurrence 
of the delegate of the General Counsel, 
formally determined on November 25, 
1975, pursuant to Section 10(d) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act that the 
matters to be discussed in the Executive 
Session should be exempt from the pro¬ 
visions of the Act relating to open meet¬ 
ings and public participation therein, 
because the Executive Session will be 
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(1), i.e„ it is specifically required 
by Executive Order 11652 that they be 
kept confidential In the interest of the 
national security. All materials to be re¬ 
viewed and discussed by the Subcommit¬ 
tee during the Executive Session of the 
meeting have been properly classified 
under the Executive Order. All Subcom¬ 
mittee members have appropriate secu¬ 
rity clearances. 

Copies of the minutes of the open por¬ 
tion of the meeting will be available upon 
written request addressed to the Freedom 
of Information Officer, Domestic and 
International Business Administration, 
Room 3100, U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

For further information, contact Mr. 
Charles C. Swanson, Director. Operations 
Division. Office of Export Administration, 
Domestic and International Business Ad¬ 
ministration, Room 1617M, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 
20230. telephone: A/C 202-967-4196. 

In accordance with paragraph (4) of 
the Order of the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia in 
Aviation Consumer Action Project, et 
al., v. C. Langhome Washburn, et al., 
September 10, 1974, as amended. Sep¬ 
tember 23, 1974 (Civil Action No. 1838- 
73), the Complete Notice of Determina¬ 
tion to close portions of the series of 
meetings of the Computer Systems 
Technical Advisory Committee and of 
any subcommittees thereof, was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (40 FR 
56960, appearing in the issue of Decem¬ 
ber 5.1975). 

Dated: March 8,1976. 

Ratter H. Meyer, 
Director, Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration, Bureau of East- 
West Trade, U.S . Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce. 

(FR Doc.76-6915 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER SUBCOMMIT- 
TEE OF THE COMPUTER SYSTEMS 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Partially Closed Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. 


App. I (Supp. IV. 1974), notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Technology 
Transfer Subcommittee of the Com¬ 
puter Systems Technical Advisory Com¬ 
mittee will be held on Wednesday, Ap¬ 
ril 14, 1976. at 9:30 a.m. in Room 1851, 
Main Commerce Building, 14th and Con¬ 
stitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 

The Computer Systems Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee was initially estab¬ 
lished on January 3, 1973. On December 
20, 1974, the Acting Assistant Secretary 
for Administration approved the rechar¬ 
ter and extension of the Committee for. 
two additional years, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 5(c) (1) of the Export Administra¬ 
tion Act of 1969, as amended. 50 U.S.C. 
App. Sec. 2404(c)(1) and the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act. The Technol¬ 
ogy Transfer Subcommittee of the Com¬ 
puter Systems Technical Advisory Com¬ 
mittee was initially established on April 
10, 1974. On July 8. 1975, the Director. 
Office of Export Administration ap¬ 
proved the reestablishment of this Sub¬ 
committee pursuant to the charter of 
the Committee. 

The Committee advises the Office of 
Export Administration, Bureau of East- 
West Trade, with respect to questions 
involving technical matters, world-wide 
availability and actual utilization of pro¬ 
duction and technology, and licensing 
procedures which may affect the level of 
export controls applicable to computer 
systems, incluling technical data related 
thereto, and including those whose ex¬ 
port is subject to multilateral (COCOM) 
controls. The Technology Transfer Sub¬ 
committee was formed to examine the 
impact of transferring Automatic Data 
Processing technology to Communist 
destinations. 

The Subcommittee meeting agenda 
has six parts: 

General Session 

(1) Opening remarks by the Subcommit¬ 
tee Chairman. 

(2) Presentation of papers or comments 
by the public. 

(3) Review of previous Subcommittee 
meeting. 

(4) Discussion of definitions and taxon¬ 
omy of computer software for use by Office 
of Export Administration officials. 

(5) Discussion of rationale for control of 
software exports. 

Executive Session 

(0) Discussion of matters properly classi¬ 
fied under Executive Order 11652. dealing 
with the U.S. and COCOM control program 
and strategic criteria related thereto. 

The public will be permitted to attend 
the General Session, at which a limited 
number of seats will be available. To the 
extent time permits members of the pub¬ 
lic may present oral statements to the 
Subcommittee. Written statements may 
be submitted at any time before or after 
the meeting. 

With respect to agenda item (6), the 
Acting Assistant Secretary of Commerce 
for Administration, with the concurrence 
of the delegate of the General Counsel, 
formally determined on November 25, 
1975, pursuant to section 10(d) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act that the 
matters to be discussed in the Executive 
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Session should be exempt from the pro¬ 
visions of the Act relating to open meet¬ 
ings and public participation therein, be¬ 
cause the Executive Session will be con¬ 
cerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(1), i.e., it is specifically required 
by Executive Order 11652 that they be 
kept confidential in the interest of the 
national security. All materials to be re¬ 
viewed and disc used by the Subcommit¬ 
tee during the Executive Session of the 
meeting have been properly classified un¬ 
der the Executive Order. All Subcommit¬ 
tee members have appropriate security 
clearances. 

Copies of the minutes of the open por¬ 
tion of the meeting will be available upon 
written request addressed to the Freedom 
of Information Officer, Domestic and In¬ 
ternational Business Administration, 
Room 3100, U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

For further information, contact Mr. 
Charles C. Swanson, Director, Operations 
Division, Office of Export Administra¬ 
tion, Domestic and International Busi¬ 
ness Administration, Room 1617M, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230, telephone: A/C 202/967-4196. 

In accordance with paragraph (4) of 
the Order of the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia in 
‘‘Aviation Consumer Action Project, et 
al., v. C. Langhorne Washburn, et al., 
September 10, 1974, as amended, Sep¬ 
tember 23, 1974 (Civil Action No. 1838- 
73), the Complete Notice of Determi¬ 
nation to close portions of the series of 
meetings of the Computer Systems Tech¬ 
nical Advisory Committee and of any 
subcommittees thereof was published in 
the Federal Register (40 FR 56960 ap¬ 
pearing in the issue of December 5,1975). 

Dated: March 8. 1976. 

Rauer H. Meyer, 
Director, Office of Export Ad - 
ministration , Bureau of East- 
West Trade, U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 

(FR Doc.76-6916 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


Maritime Administration 

l Docket No. S-4071 

LYKES BROS. STEAMSHIP CO., INC. 

Notice of Amended Application 

Notice of Application was given in the 
Federal Register of May 22, 1975 (40 FR 
22288). that Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., 
Inc., had filed an application with the 
Maritime Subsidy Board pursuant to Ti¬ 
tle VI (46 U.S.C. 1171-1183) of the Mer¬ 
chant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, 
(the Act) for a renewal of its long-term 
operating-differential subsidy agree¬ 
ment. 

Notice is hereby given that the service 
description contained in the above refer¬ 
enced Notice of Application has been 
amended to include an additional serv¬ 
ice summarized as follows: 

6 . Trade Area 4—A minimum of 3 and a 
maximum of 10 Ballings during each Great 


Lakes navigational season between U.S. 
Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River porta and 
ports in Portugal, Spain south of Portugal, 
Atlantic Morocco, and the Mediterranean 
Sea (including the Adriatic Sea, Aegean Sea, 
Black Sea and other seas which are arms of 
the Mediterranean (including in each case 
the island porta therein)), with permissive 
calls between a Canadian port or ports on 
the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River and 
the foreign ports stated above: calls may be 
made on a privilege basis between a United 
States port or ports on the St. Lawrence 
River and a Canadian port or ports on the 
Great Lakes, between a United States port 
or ports on the Great Lakes and a Canadian 
port or ports on the St. Lawrence River and 
between a port or ports on the Great Lakes 
and the St. Lawrence River and a port or 
ports in Southwest Asia from Suez to Burma, 
inclusive and Africa on the Red Sea and Gulf 
of Aden; vessels on this service may not 
during the course of a voyage, (a) call at 
any U.S. port to load or discharge cargo or 
passengers in the domestic commerce of the 
United States or, (b) call at any Canadian 
Great Lakes port to load or discharge cargo 
or passengers carried between any such Ca¬ 
nadian port and United States Great Lakes 
ports. 

Any person, firm or corporation having 
any interest in this amendment to the 
application and desiring a hearing on is¬ 
sues pertinent to section 605(c) of the 
Act (46 U.S.C. 1175), should by the close 
of business on March 23. 1976, notify the 
Secretary, Maritime Subsidy Board, in 
writing, in triplicate and file a petition 
for leave to intervene in accordance with 
the Rules of Practice and Procedure of 
the Maritime Subsidy Board. 

Each such statement of interest and 
petition for leave to intervene shall state 
whether a hearing is requested under 
section 605(c) of the Act and, with as 
much specificity as possible, the facts 
that the intervenor would undertake to 
prove at the hearing. 

In the event that a hearing is ordered 
under section 605(c) in regard to this 
amendment of the application, said 
hearing will be consolidated with the 
proceedings (Docket S-451) already or¬ 
dered and scheduled for May 17, 1976, 
in regard to the original Notice of Ap¬ 
plication concerning Lykes’ renewal of 
its long-term operating-differential sub¬ 
sidy agreement. Otherwise the Board will 
take such action as may be appropriate. 

Dated: March 8, 1976. 

By Order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 
Secretary. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.604 Operating-Differential Sub¬ 
sidies (ODS)). 

(FR Doc.76-7022 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 


((DocketNo. S-496] 

WATERMAN STEAMSHIP CORP. 
Notice of Application 

Notice is hereby given that Waterman 
Steamship Corporation (the Operator), 
a New York Corporation, 120 Wall Street, 
New York, New York 10005, has filed an 


application dated February 11,1976, with 
the Maritime Subsidy Board (Board), 
pursuant to Title VI (46 U.S.C. 1171- 
1183) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, 
as amended (the Act), for either (1) an 
extension of its present Operating-Dif¬ 
ferential Subsidy Agreement, Contract 
No. MA/MSB-253 (the Agreement), to 
aid in the operation of four C4 type ves¬ 
sels on its existing service on Trade 
Route No. 21 (U.S. Gulf/Western Eu¬ 
rope), with the privilege of calling at 
ports in the Scandinavian and Baltic 
countries (including ports in the 
U.S.S.R.) and U.S.S.R. ports east of Fin¬ 
land in the Barents Sea, or, alternatively. 
(2) an interim operating-differential 
subsidy agreement to be effective upon 
the termination of the present Agree¬ 
ment on April 22, 1976, and to continue 
in effect until resolution of issues con¬ 
cerning the Operator’s application for a 
new twenty-year operating differential 
subsidy agreement covering operation^ 
on Trade Route No. 21. 

The Operator presently provides reg¬ 
ular liner service on Trade Route No. 21 
with four C4 Type vessels. The Operator 
expects to continue its operation on 
Trade Route No. 21 in the manner per¬ 
mitted by its existing Agreement, with 
no change in the service description, 
ships utilized, or sailing requirements. 
The extension of the Agreement, or, al¬ 
ternatively, an interim contract, is re¬ 
quested in order to provide continuity of 
service on Trade Route No. 21 pending 
the resolution of issues concerning the 
Opera tor’s application for a twenty-year 
operating-differential subsidy agreement 
to cover operations on Trade Routes Nos. 
21 . S-7-8-9, 6 and 11 (Docket No. S-421 >. 

Interested parties may inspect this ap¬ 
plication in the Office of the Secretary 
Maritime Subsidy Board, Room 3099-B. 
Department of Commerce Building, 14th 
& E Streets, N.W., Washington. D.C 
20230. 

Any person, firm or corporation hav¬ 
ing any interest in such application and 
desiring a hearing on issues pertinent to 
section 605(c) of the Act (46 U.S.C 
1175). should by the close of business on 
March 23. 1976. notify the Secre¬ 

tary, Maritime Subsidy Board, in writing, 
in triplicate, and file petition for leave 
to intervene in accordance with the Rules 
of Practice and Procedure of the Board 

Each such statement of interest and 
petition for leave to intervene shall state 
whether a hearing is requested under 
section 605(c) of the Act (46 U.S.C 
1175), and. with as much specificity as 
possible, the facts that the intervenor 
would undertake to prove at such hear¬ 
ing. 

If no request for hearing and petition 
for leave to intervene is received within 
the specified time, or if the Board deter¬ 
mines that petitions for leave to inter¬ 
vene filed within the specified time do 
not demonstrate sufficient interest to 
warrant a hearing, the Board will take 
such action as may be deemed appro¬ 
priate. 
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.504 Operating-Differential Sub¬ 
sidies (ODS)) 

Dated: March 8,1976. 

By Order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-7021 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


National Bureau of Standards 

FEDERAL INFORMATION PROCESSING 

STANDARDS TASK GROUP 13 WORK¬ 
LOAD DEFINITION AND BENCHMARK¬ 
ING 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. I (Supp. Ill, 
1973), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Information Pro cess ing Stand¬ 
ards Task Group 13 (FIPS TG-13), 
“Workload Definition and Benchmark¬ 
ing,” will hold a meeting from 10:00 a.m. 
to 4:00 p.m. on Wednesday, April 14, 
1976, in Room B-255, Building 225, of the 
National Bureau of Standards at 
Gaithersburg, Maryland. 

The purpose of this meeting is to re¬ 
view the progress of two work-groups 
which are addressing the areas of Prob¬ 
lem Definition and Benchmark Program 
Transferability. 

The public will be permitted to attend, 
to file written statements, and, to the ex¬ 
tent that time permits, to present oral 
statements. Persons planning to attend 
should notify the Acting Executive Secre¬ 
tary, Mr. Arthur F. Chantker, Institute 
for Computer Sciences and Technology, 
National Bureau of Standards, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20234 (Phone—301-921-3485). 

Dated: March 5, 1976. 

Ernest Ambler, 
Acting Director. 

[FR Doc.76-6897 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
Food and Drug Administration 

(Docket No. 76F-0063] 

ASHLAND OIL, INC. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additive 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 U.S.C. 
348(b) (5))), notice is given that a peti¬ 
tion (FAP 5A3036) has been filed by 
Ashland Oil. Inc., 5200 Paul G. Blazer 
Memorial Pkwy., Dublin, OH 43107, pro¬ 
posing that § 121.1221 Ethoxylated mono - 
and diglycerides (polyoxyethylene (20) 
mono- and diglycerides of fatty acids ) 
?} CFR 121.1221) be amended to pro¬ 
vide for safe use of ethoxylated mono- 
and diglycerides as an emulsifier and 
anti-spattering agent in salad oils and 
cooking oils. 

The environmental Impact analysis re¬ 
port and other relevant material have 
been reviewed, and it has been deter¬ 


mined that the proposed use of the addi¬ 
tive will not have a significant environ¬ 
mental impact. Copies of the environ¬ 
mental impact analysis report may be 
seen in the office of the Assistant Com¬ 
missioner for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B- 
42 or the office of the Hearing Clerk, 
Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-65, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, 
during working hours, Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: March 3, 1976. 

Howard R. Roberts, 
Acting Director, Bureau of Foods. 

|FR Doc.76 6903 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


Health Resources Administration 

COOPERATIVE HEALTH STATISTICS 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-6194 appearing on page 
9413 in the issue of Thursday, March 4, 
1976, on page 9413, in the second column, 
the last line of the first complete para¬ 
graph should read as follows: “Telephone 
(301) 443-1470”. 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Interstate Land Sales 
Registration 
[Docket No. 17-76-5011 

BLUE MESA, INC. 

Notice of Hearing 

In the matter of Blue Mesa, Units 1-2, 
Blue Mesa, Inc. OILSR No. 0-2400-05- 
051, Doc. No. 75-322-IS. 

Pu rsuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 
CFR 1720.160(d) Notice is hereby given 
that: 

1. Blue Mesa, Inc., Roy R. Romer, 
President and Director, its officers and 
agents, hereinafter referred to as “Re¬ 
spondent,” being subject to the provi¬ 
sions of the Interstate Land Sales Full 
Disclosure Act (Pub. Law 90-448) (15 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) received a Notice of 
Proceedings and Opportunity for Hear¬ 
ing issued January 21, 1976, which was 
sent to the developer pursuant to 15 
U.S.C. 1706(d), 24 CFR 1710.45(b)(1) 
and 1720.125 informing the developer of 
information obtained by the Office of In¬ 
terstate Land Sales Registration alleg¬ 
ing that the Statement of Record and 
Property Report for Blue Mesa, Inc., lo¬ 
cated in Denver, Colorado, contain un¬ 
true statements of material fact or omit 
to state material facts required to be 
stated therein or necessary to make the 
statements therein not misleading. 

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re¬ 
ceived February 18, 1976, in response to 
the Notice of Proceedings and Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing. 

3. In said Answer the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations con¬ 
tained in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing. 

4. Therefore, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 


1720.160(d), IT IS HEREBY ORDERED 
that a public hearing for the purpose of 
taking evidence on the questions set 
forth in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing will be held be¬ 
fore Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7146, 
Department of HUD, 451 7th Street SW., 
Washington, D.C., on April 1, 1976 at 
10:00 a.m. 

The following time and procedure is 
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits 
and a list of all witnesses are requested 
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD 
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C., 
20410 on or before March 18, 1976. 

6. The Respondent is HEREBY NO¬ 
TIFIED that failure to appear at the 
above scheduled hearing shall be deemed 
a default and the proceedings shall be 
determined against Respondent, the alle¬ 
gations of which shall be deemed to be 
true, and an ORDER Suspending the 
Statement of Record, herein identified, 
shall be issued pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.- 
45(b)(1). 

This Notice shall be served upon the 
Resp ondent forthwith pursuant to 24 
CFR 1720.440. 

Dated: February 19, 1976. 

By the Secretary. 

James W. Mast, 
Administrative Law Judge . 

[FR Doc.76-6931 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


] Docket No. N-76-502] 

CAROLINA COVE CORP. AND HAROLD C. 

SIMMONS 

Notice of Hearing 

In the matter of: Carolina Cove Con- 
tran Corporation and Harold C. Sim¬ 
mons, President OILSR No. 0-3137-49- 
357, Doc 76-19-IS. 

Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 
CFR 1720.160(d) Notice is hereby given 
that: 

1. Carolina Cove Contran Corpora¬ 
tion and Harold C. Simmons, President, 
its officers and agents, hereinafter re¬ 
ferred to as “Respondent”, being subject 
to the provisions of the Interstate Land 
Sales Full Disclosure Act (Pub. Law 90- 
448) (15 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) received a 
Notice of Proceedings and Opportunity 
for Hearing issued January 27, 1976, 
which was sent to the developer pursuant 
to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d), 24 CFR 1710.45(b) 
(1) and 1720.125 informing the devel¬ 
oper of information obtained by the 
Office of Interstate Land Sales Registra¬ 
tion alleging that the Statement of Rec¬ 
ord and Property Report for Carolina 
Cove Contran Corporation in Walker 
County. Texas, contain untrue state¬ 
ments of material fact or omit to state 
material facts required to be stated 
therein or necessary to make the state¬ 
ments therein not misleading. 

2. Tlie Respondent filed an Answer 
received February 13, 1976, in response 
to the Notice of Proceedings and Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing. 

3. In said Answer the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations con- 


FEDERAl REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 49—THURSDAY, MARCH 11, 1976 













10464 


NOTICES 


tained in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing. 

4. Therefore, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of 15 UjS.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 
1720.160(d), IT IS HEREBY ORDERED 
that a public hearing for the purpose of 
taking evidence on the questions set 
forth in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing will be held be¬ 
fore Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7146, 
Department of HUD, 451 7th Street, 

S.W., Washington, D.C., on April 2, 1976 
at 10:00 ajn. 

The following time and procedure is 
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits 
and a list of all witnesses are requested 
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD 
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C., 
20410 on or before March 20, 1976. 

6. The Respondent is HEREBY NOTI¬ 
FIED that failure to appear at the above 
scheduled hearing shall be deemed a de¬ 
fault and the proceedings shall be 
determined against Respondent, the 
allegations of which shall be deemed to 
be true, and an ORDER Suspending the 
Statement of Record, herein identified, 
shall be issued pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.- 
45(b)(1). 

Tills Notice shall be served upon the 
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24 
CFR 1720.440. 

By the Secretary. 

James W. Mast, 
Administrative Law Judge. 

Dated: February 24,1976. 

IFR Doc.76-6932 P11©<1 3-10-76;8:45 am) 


I Docket No. N-76-503) 

FOUR SEASONS CAMPING RESORT 
Notice of Hearing 

In the mater of: Four Seasons Camp¬ 
ing Resort Doc. 75-256-IS. 

Pursuant to 15 UJS.C. 1706(e) and 24 
CFR 1720.165(b) Notice is hereby given 
that: 

1. Four Seasons Camping Resort and 
Mr. Matt Onopiuk, President, its officers 
and agents, hereinafter referred to as 
“Respondent”, being subject to the pro¬ 
visions of the Interstate Land Sales Full 
Disclosure Act (Pub. Law 90-448) (15 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) received a Notice of 
Proceedings and Opportunity for Hear¬ 
ing issued November 18, 1975, which was 
sent to the developer pursuant to 15 
U.S.C. 1706(d). 24 CFR 1710.45(b)(1) 
and 1720.125 informing the developer of 
information obtained by the Office of In¬ 
terstate Land Sales Registration alleg¬ 
ing that the Statement of Record and 
Property Report for Four Seasons 
Camping Resort in West Finley, Penn¬ 
sylvania. contain untrue statements of 
material fact or omit to state material 
facts required to be stated therein or 
necessary to make the statements there¬ 
in not misleading. 

2. The Respondent filed an Answer 
received December 15, 1975, In response 
to the Suspension Order. 

3. In said Answer the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations 


contained in the Notice of Proceedings 
and Opportunity for Hearing. 

4. Therefore, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 
1720.160(d), IT IS HEREBY ORDERED 
that a public hearing for the purpose of 
taking evidence on the questions set forth 
in the Notice of Proceedings and Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing will be held before 
Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7146, De¬ 
partment of HUD, 451 7th Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C., on March 24, 1976 at 
10:00 a.m. 

The following time and procedure is 
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits 
and a list of all witnesses are requested 
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD 
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C. 
20410 on or before March 11, 1976. 

6. The Respondent is HEREBY NOTI¬ 
FIED that failure to appear at the above 
scheduled hearing shall be deemed a de¬ 
fault and the proceedings shall be deter¬ 
mined against Respondent, the allega¬ 
tions of which shall be deemed to be true, 
and an ORDER Suspending the State¬ 
ment of Record, herein identified, shall 
be issued pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b) 
( 1 ). 

This Notice shall be served upon the 
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24 
CFR 1720.440. 

By the Secretary. 

Dated: February 25,1976. 

James W. Mast, 

Administrative Law Judge, De¬ 
partment of Housing and Ur¬ 
ban Development, 

IFR Doc.76-6933 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am) 


I Docket No. N-76-5001 

MEADOWBROOK CAMPSITES 
Notice of Hearing 

In the matter of Meadowbrook Camp¬ 
sites, OILSR No. 0-4184-41-55 Doc. No. 
76-11-IS. 

Pursuant to 15 UJS.C. 1706(d) and 24 
CFR 1720.160(d) Notice is hereby given 
that: 

1. Resort Sites, Inc., Robert M. Carpen¬ 
ter, President, its officers and agents, 
hereinafter referred to as “Respondent,” 
being subject to the provisions of the In¬ 
terstate Land Sales Full Disclosure Act 
(Pub. Law 90-448) (15 U.S.C. 1701 et 
seq.) received a Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing issued January 
21, 1976, which was sent to the developer 
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d), 24 CFR 
1710.45(b)(1) and 1720.125 informing 
the developer of information obtained by 
the Office of Interstate Land Sales Reg¬ 
istration alleging that the Statement of 
Record and Property Report for Mea¬ 
dowbrook Campsites, located in West- 
lake. Ohio, contain untrue statements of 
material fact or omit to state material 
facts required to be stated therein or nec¬ 
essary to make the statements therein 
not misleading. 

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re¬ 
ceived February 5, 1976, in response to 


the Notice of Proceedings and Opportun¬ 
ity for Hearing. 

3. In said Answer the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations con¬ 
tained in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing. 

4. Therefore, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 
1720.160(d) , IT IS HEREBY ORDERED 
that a public hearing for the purpose of 
taking evidence on the questions set 
forth in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing will be held be¬ 
fore Judge James W. Mast, in Room 
7146, Department of HUD, 451 7th Street, 

S.W., Washington, D.C., on March 26. 
1976, at 10:00 a.m. 

The following time and procedure is 
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits 
and a list of all witnesses are requested 
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD 
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C. 
20410 on or before March 12, 1976. 

6. The Respondent is HEREBY NOTI¬ 
FIED that failure to appear at the above 
scheduled hearing shall be deemed a de¬ 
fault and the proceedings shall be de¬ 
termined against Respondent, the alle¬ 
gations of which shall be deemed to be 
true, and an ORDER Suspending the 
Statement of Record, herein identified, 
shall be issued pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.- 
45(b)(1). 

This Notice shall be served upon the 
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24 
CFR 1720.440. 

By the Secretary. 

James W. Mast, 
Administrative Law Judge. 

Dated: February 18,1976. 

IFR Doc.76-6934 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 

(COD 76-0201 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 

Proposed Procedures for Consideration, 
Bridge Permit Actions 

On October 22, 1975, the Coast Guard 
published in the Federal Register (40 
FR 49383) COMMANDANT INSTRUC¬ 
TION 5922.10B on Procedures for Con¬ 
sidering Environmental Impacts. Tills 
notice proposes an Enclosure (6) to those 
procedures which is guidance for deter¬ 
mining whether a bridge permit action 
is a major or minor Federal action under 
the guidelines of the Council on Environ¬ 
mental Quality (40 CFR Part 1500). 

Policy and procedure for bridge permit 
actions have been developed by the 
Coast Guard in coordination with the 
Federal Highway Administration and the 
Office of the Secretary of the Department 
of Transportation. Because most Coast 
Guard bridge permit actions arise in con¬ 
junction with Federal-aid highway proj¬ 
ects, this Enclosure (6) is intended to 
bring Coast Guard environmental im¬ 
pact procedures into conformity with 
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Federal Highway Administration pro¬ 
cedures. 

Before taking final action to issue 
these proposed procedures, the Coast 
Guard will consider the timely comments 
of all interested parties. Comments 
should identify the docket number (CGD 
76-020* and be submitted in writing to# 
the Executive Secretary, Marine Safety 
Council (G-CMC/81), U.S. Coast Guard, 
Washington, D.C. 20590. Comments re¬ 
ceived before April 26, 1976, will be con¬ 
sidered before final action is taken. All 
docketed comments will be available for 
public inspection and copying before and 
after the closing date for comments in 
Room 8117, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh 
Street. SW, Washington, D.C. 

Dated: March 8. 1976. 

R. I. Price, 

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard , 
Chief, Office of Marine En¬ 
vironment and Systems. 

(FR Doc.76-6994 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am) 


Change 1 to Commandant Instruction 

5922. 10B Procedures for Considering 

Environmental Impacts 

Enel (6) to Comdtinst 5922JOB 

BRIDGE PERMIT ACTIONS 

Bridge permit actions under consideration 
by the Coast Guard may be classified as 
major or non-major federal actions for the 
purpose of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969. However, any 
permit actions which Involve significant en¬ 
vironmental impacts shall be considered 
major federal actions. 

1 . Examples of typical bridge projects that 
would ordinarily be considered major actions 
Include: 

a. A new bridge in connection with a cir¬ 
cumferential or arterial highway or a new 
freeway or expressway, main line railroad, 
major gas or petroleum pipeline or other 
major transportation system mode. 

b. A new or substantially altered bridge 
which provides new access to an area and is 
likely to precipitate significant changes in 
land use, natural resource exploitation or 
development use. 

Frequently these major permit actions will 
also involve waterways which support a 
significant amount of commercial or recrea¬ 
tional vessel activity. In these waterways, im¬ 
proper location or alignment of bridge piers 
or bridge structure may result in collisons. 
A major collision and spUl could have a 
catastrophic impact on the marine as well as 
terrestrial environment. 

I. A non-major determination may be ap¬ 
propriate if the bridge project for which a 
permit application is submitted can be ac¬ 
curately described as one of the following: 

a. Reconstruction of an existing bridge on 
the same alignment; 

b. Modernization of an existing bridge in¬ 
volving widening by a width less than a 
single lane; 

c. Modification of a bridge to provide better 
vehicular access and flow across the struc¬ 
ture; 

d. Addition to a bridge of the capability 
of carrying utility pipes or ducts or pedes¬ 
trian sidewalks; 

e. Temporary replacement of a bridge 
which is commenced immediately after the 
occurrence of a natural disaster or cata¬ 


strophic failure where such bridge project is 
related to public safety, health and welfare. 

Such projects will frequently be located on 
waterways which are navigable waters of the 
United States, but are not navigable in fact, 
or, if navigable in fact, support only an in¬ 
significant amount of commercial or recre¬ 
ational vessel activity. The waterways so de¬ 
scribed do not carry the type and volume of 
marine traffic that could through collision 
or other catastrophic involvement with a 
bridge structure create a condition that 
would significantly affect the environment. 
Therefore, projects described in (a) through 
(e) above generally will not through either 
the marine mode of transportation under 
the bridge or the land mode across the bridge 
structure cause a significant environmental 
impact. 

3. Other actions related to the Bridge Ad¬ 
ministration Program that are normally non¬ 
major federal actions include: 

a. Approval of extension of time to com¬ 
mence or complete construction pursuant 
to an existing Coast Guard permit; 

b. Approval of deviations from approved 
plans which do not significantly alter the 
approved location or plans; 

c. Promulgation of operating regulations 
for drawbridges. 

4. Bridge construction projects will arise 
that are not easy to classify as major or non- 
major actions. Certain bridge projects nor¬ 
mally classified as non-major actions may be 
classified as major actions by the Coast 
Guard district commander when he deter¬ 
mines that special consideration may war¬ 
rant such action. In all cases determined to 
be non-major, the district commander may, 
upon receipt of documentation in response 
to the normal circulation of the Coast Guard 
public notice describing the project, decide 
that the proper category for the project 
should be changed to m Jor and subsequently 
treat the project in that fashion based on 
new information identifying significant en¬ 
vironmental impacts. 

5. Permit actions determined to be major 
are subject to the provisions of section 102 
(2) (C) of NEPA. An Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) or negative declaration is 
required. 

6 . Permit actions determined to be non¬ 
major are not subject to the provisions of 
section 102(2) (C). However, each case de¬ 
termined to be non-major shall be appropri¬ 
ately documented to demonstrate that proj¬ 
ect review supports the non-major decision. 

7. Bridge projects classed as non-major 
actions, not subject to section 102(2) (C) 
provisions of NEPA. may be subject to specif¬ 
ic Acts of environmental protection such as 
section 4(f) of the DOT Act and section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act. 
They shall be processed accordingly under the 
provisions of these Acts. 

8 . The Coast Guard has a Memorandum of 
Understanding with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) under which the 
Coast Guard generally accepts the FHWA en¬ 
vironmental documentation under the “lead 
agency” concept where the proposed bridge 
is located on a federal-aid highway project. 
This “lead agency” concept shall extend to 
the major/non-major categorization of proj¬ 
ects except in instances where the district 
commander has reason to question the ade¬ 
quacy of an FHWA non-major determination 
in relation to a specific bridge project. Such 
a situation is most likely to arise where an 
FHWA non-major determination is related 
to a project crossing a stream or waterway 
that carries a significant amount of naviga¬ 
tion. In these cases the Coast Guard dis¬ 


trict commander's investigation shall deter¬ 
mine whether the non-major determination 
can be accepted or the more formal EIS or 
negative declaration should be utilized. 

(FR Doc.76-6994 Filed*3-10-76;8:45 am) 


l CGD 76 030) 

COAST GUARD ACADEMY ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Open Meeting 

The Coast Guard Academy Advisory 
Committee will conduct an open meeting 
on Monday-Wednesday, April 26-28,1976 
at the U.S. Coast Guard Academy. Meet¬ 
ings will begin at 9 a.m. on Monday and 
Tuesday, April 26-27 and remain in ses¬ 
sion until 4 p.m. both days. On Wednes¬ 
day, April 28, the final session will begin 
at 9 a.m. and adjourn at approximately 
Noon. 

The purpose of the meetings is to dis¬ 
cuss; 

1. Review of Fall 1975 Advisory Com¬ 
mittee recommendation. 

2. Academic Program. 

3. New England Association of Schools 
and Colleges accreditation and condi¬ 
tions. 

4. Review of ECPD accreditation and 
conditions. 

5. Faculty (balance; quality; profes¬ 
sional growth). 

6. Rehabilitation and growth of Mc¬ 
Allister Hall. 

7. Communications. 

8. General Discussion with the Aca¬ 
demic Council. 

9. Programs, Personnel and Physical 
Plant. 

The Coast Guard Academy Advisory 
Committee was established in 1937 by 
Commandant. U.S. Coast Guard to advise 
on the status of the curriculum and fac¬ 
ulty of the Academy and to make recom¬ 
mendations as necessary. 

The Coast Guard Academy Advisory 
Committee was renewed by the Com¬ 
mandant for a two year period, com¬ 
mencing on January 16. 1975 and termi¬ 
nating January 15, 1977. 

Public members of the committee serve 
voluntarily and without compensation 
from the Federal Government. 

Interested persons may attend, appear 
before and file statements with the Coast 
Guard Academy Advisory Committee. 

All records, reports, transcripts, min¬ 
utes. appendices, working papers, drafts, 
studies, agenda or other documents made 
available to or prepared for or by the 
Coast Guard Academy Advisory Commit¬ 
tee are available for public inspection 
and copying at the Dean’s Office, U.S. 
Coast Guard Academy. New London, 
Connecticut between the hours of 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m. 

Interested persons may seek additional 
information by contacting: 

Capt. R. M. White, Dean of Academies, Execu¬ 
tive Secretary of Academy Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, US. Coast Guard Academy, New 

London, Connecticut 06320, 203-443-8214/ 

8367 
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Tills notice is published in accordance 
with section 10(a) (2) of the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-403, 86 
Stat. 770 (5 U.S.C. App. 1>>. 

Dated: March 5, 1976. 

P. E. SCHROEDER, 
Captain , XJ.S. Coast Guard , 
Chief . Training and Education 
Division, bp direction of the 
Commandant. 

[FR Doc.76-6993 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 amj 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON NA¬ 
TIONAL GROWTH POLICY PROC¬ 
ESSES TO NATIONAL COMMIS¬ 
SION ON SUPPLIES AND SHORT¬ 
AGES 

MEETING 

Notice is hereby given, .pursuant to 
section 10(a) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. 10(a), that 
the Advisory Committee on National 
Growth Policy Processes to the National 
Commission on Supplies and Shortages 
will conduct a public meeting on 
March 26,1976, in Room 2010 of the New 
Executive Office Building, located at 
17th & H Streets. N.W., Washington, D.C. 
The meeting will begin at 9:30 a.m. The 
objectives and scope of activities of the 
Advisory Committee on National Growth 
Policy Processes is “* * * to develop 
recommendations as to the establish¬ 
ment of a policy making process and 
structure within the Executive and Leg¬ 
islative branches of the Federal Govern¬ 
ment as a means to integrate the study 
of supplies and shortages of resources 
and commodities into the total problem 
of balanced national growth and devel¬ 
opment. and a system for coordinating 
these efforts with appropriate multi¬ 
state, regional and state governmental 
jurisdictions." 

The summarized agenda for the meet¬ 
ing is a follows: 

1. Discussion of Specific Tasks Related to 
Implementation of Committee Work Plan. 

2. Review and Analysis of Selected Execu¬ 
tive Branch Policy Agencies (Domestic Coun¬ 
cil, etc.). 

In the event the Committee does not 
complete Its consideration of the items 
on the agenda on March 26, 1976, the 
meeting may be continued on the follow¬ 
ing day or until the agenda is completed. 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Committee will conduct 
the meeting in a fashion that will, in his 
judgment, facilitate the orderly conduct 
of business. Any member of the public 
that wishes to file a written statement 
with thd Committee should mail a copy 
of the statement to the Advisory Com¬ 
mittee on National Growth Policy Proc¬ 
esses, 1750 K Street, N.W., 8th Floor, 
Washington, D.C. 20006, at least five days 
before the meeting. Members of tlie pub¬ 
lic that wish to make oral statements 
should inform Katherine Soaper, tele¬ 
phone (202) 254-6836, at least five days 
before the meeting, and reasonable pro¬ 
visions will be made for their appearance 
on the agenda. 


Notice also Is hereby given that the 
Advisory Committee on National Growth 
Policy Processes will conduct additional 
public meetings during the calendar year 
of 1976 on the following dates: 


AprU 30, 1976 
May 28, 1976 
June 24-25, 1976 
July 30, 1976 
August 27, 1976 


September 24, 1976 
October 29. 1976 
November 19. 1976 
December 10, 1976 


An additional monthly notice regard¬ 
ing each of these meetings will appear 
in the Federal Register at least 15 days 
prior to each meeting date, stating the 
time, location and other meeting details. 
While all of the above mentioned dates 
are subject to change, any such, change 
would be published in the Federal Regis- 
ter at least 15 days before the planned 
date of the meeting. 

The Advisory Committee is maintain¬ 
ing a list of persons interested In the 
operations of the Committee and will 
mail notice of its meetings to those per¬ 
sons. Interested personsm ay have their 
names placed on this list by writing 
James E. Thornton, Executive Director, 
The Advisory Committee on National 
Growth Policy Processes. 1750 K Street. 
NW., 8th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20006. 


Dated: March 8.1976. 


Arnold A. Saltzman, 
Chairman, The Advisory Com¬ 
mittee on National Grotclh 
Policy Processes. 

IFR Doc.76-6977 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


AMERICAN INDIAN POLICY 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

HEARINGS 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provision of the Joint Resolution estab¬ 
lishing the American Indian Policy Re¬ 
view Commission (Pub. L. 93-580), as 
amended, that hearings related to their 
proceedings will be held in conjunction 
with Commission Task Force No. 6’s in¬ 
vestigation of Indian Health. An infor¬ 
mal hearing to cover the states of Wyo¬ 
ming and Montana will be held on Satur¬ 
day and Sunday. March 13th and 14th, 
1976 from 9:00 a.m. until 5:00 p.m. at the 
Northern Hotel, First Avenue N and 
Broadway, Billings, Montana. 

The American Indian Policy Review 
Commission has been authorized by 
Congress to conduct a comprehensive re¬ 
view of the historical and legal develop¬ 
ments underlying the unique relationship 
of Indians to the Federal Government in 
order to determine the nature and scope 
of necessary revision in the formulation 
of policies and programs for the benefit 
of Indians. The Commission is composed 
of eleven members, three of whom were 
appointed from the Senate, three from 
the House of Representatives and five 
members of the Indian community 
elected by the Congressional members. 

The actual investigations are con¬ 
ducted by eleven task forces in desig¬ 
nated subject areas. These hearings will 
focus on issues related to the studies 
of Task Force No. 6’s investigation of 
Indian Health. 


Prepared statements may be sent to 
Task Force No. 6, attention A1 Cayous. 
the American Indian Policy Review Com¬ 
mission. HOB Annex No. 2, 2nd and D 
Sts. SW., Washington. D.C. 20515. Call 
A1 Cayous, 202-225-1284 for further in¬ 
formation. 

• Dated: March 5. 1976. 

Kirke Kickingbird, 
General Counsel. 

|FR Doc.76-6948 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] • 


ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPOR. 
TATION BARRIERS COMPLIANCE 
BOARD 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
AN ACCESSIBLE ENVIRONMENT 

Publication of Charter 

March 3, 1976 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority in section lll(N) (2) of 
the Amendments to the Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973. Pub. L. 93-516. 88 Stat. 1621. 
the Architectural and Transportation 
Barriers Compliance Board Charter has 
established the National Advisory Com¬ 
mittee on an Accessible Environment, 
The Charter has been prepared in accor¬ 
dance with section 9 of the Ftederal Ad¬ 
visory Committee of October 6, 1972 (16 
Stat. 770). 

The National Advisory Committee on 
an Accessible Environment shall provide 
guidance, advice, and recommendations 
to the Architectural and Transportation 
Barriers Compliance Board. 

The Charter is hereinafter set forth. 

Dated: February 26, 1976. 

Stanley B. Thomas, Jr., 
Chairman 

jFR Doc.76-6976 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


Architectural and Transportation Barrjehs 
Compliance Board 

NATIONAL ADVISORT COMMITTEE 
ON AN 

ACCESSIBLE ENVIRONMENT 
Charter 

Purpose: The purpose and objective of the 
National Advisory Committee on an Acces¬ 
sible Environment Is to utilize the knowledge, 
talents, and experience of handicapped in¬ 
dividuals, officials of the various organiza¬ 
tions and groups representing the handi¬ 
capped, or responding to the rights and needs 
thereof, and other individuals and officials 
with a capacity to assist in providing advice, 
guidance, and recommendations to the 
Architectural and Transportation Barrier? 
Compliance Board in carrying out. Its func¬ 
tions under section 502 Pub. L. 93-112, a* 
amended. 

Authority: 29 U.S.C. 792 et seq. The Com¬ 
mittee Is established pursuant to the 1074 
amendments to the Rehabilitation Act. Pub 
L. 93-510, 29 U.S.C. 792 et seq. and governed 
by provisions of Pub. L. 92-463 which sets 
forth standards for the formation and use 
of advisory committees. 

Duties and Scope of Activity 

1. Rendering advice to the Architect urn! 
and Transportation Barriers Compliance 
Board with respect to Its functions and dis¬ 
charge of responsibilities, particularly in- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 49—THURSDAY, MARCH 11, 1976 









NOTICES 


10467 


eluding, but not limited to, the establish¬ 
ment of policies, plans, and proposaJs for 
actions necessary to make public buildings 
and facilities, housing, and transportation 
available and accesssible to handicapped in¬ 
dividuals; and to eliminate the barriers of 
attitude and behavior which may restrict or 
impair the accomplishment of an accessible 
environment. 

2. Proposing for consideration by the 
Architectural and Transportation Barriers 
Compliance Board legislative and administra¬ 
tive mesaures to be taken by Federal. State, 
and local governments, and by other public 
or nonprofit agencies to eliminate architec¬ 
tural and transportation barriers. 

3. Providing Input from organizations, 
groups, and individuals having an interest In 
and a capacity to deal with the elimination 
of environmental and attitudlnal barriers, 
and acting as a conduit of Information and 
coopertion from those organizational and 
individual concerns whose assistance Is 
deemed essential in meeting the mission and 
goal of the Architectural and Transporta¬ 
tion Barriers Compliance Board. 

4. Establishing liaison between the var¬ 
ious organizations and groups representing 
the handicapped in support of the develop¬ 
ment of comprehensive and consistent poli¬ 
cies and action as may be necessary or de¬ 
sirable for the elimination of all categories 
of barriers. 

Membership: The Chairman. A&TBCB, 
shall ask the National organizations repre¬ 
senting the handicapped, and other groups, 
for nominations for appointment by the Ar¬ 
chitectural and Transportation Barriers 
Compliance Board to the 16-member Ad¬ 
visory Committee. The majority member¬ 
ship of the Committee shall consist of hand¬ 
icapped Individuals. Members shall be lim¬ 
ited to serve for overlapping two year terms, 
with the initial limitation being extended to 
8 members for one year and 3 members for 
two years. Personnel appointments will be 
effected annually; terms of more than one 
year are contingent upon the renewal of the 
Committee by appropriate action prior to 
Its termination. 

Structure: The Committee's organization, 
the designation of the Chairman of the Com-- 
mittee, and its various sections shall be de¬ 
termined by its members. Such organiza¬ 
tion and Internal operation may be changed 
from time to time, as the need arises, in 
order to fulfill its responsibilities. Staff 
services shall be provided by the Architec¬ 
tural and Transportation Barriers Com¬ 
pliance Board, and the Executive Director, 
A&TBCB, shall serve as Executive Secretary 
of the Committee. 

Meeting: Meetings will be held quarterly 
or as often as decided on by the Chairman 
with the advance approval of the Executive 
Director, A&TBCB, who shall also approve 
the agenda. This Federal official or his des¬ 
ignee will be present at all meetings. 

Meetings shall be conducted and records 
of the proceedings kept as required by Pub. 
L. 92-463. Executive Order 11769, and appli¬ 
cable Office of Management and Budget, and 
Architectural and Transportation Barriers 
Compliance Board regulations. 

Compensation: Committee members who 
are not full-time federal employees shall be 
paid at the rate of $100.00 per day, plus per 
diem and travel expenses in accordance with 
Standard Government Travel Regulations. 

Annual Cost Estimate: The annual cost 
related to the operation of the Advisory Com¬ 
mittee is estimated at $42,000 (travel per 
diem, and miscellaneous expenses). Esti¬ 
mated man years are as follows: 


Afan years 

a. Advisory Committee members_3 

b. Other Architectural and Transpor¬ 

tation Barriers Compliance Board 
personnel necessary to render sup¬ 
port to the Advisory Committee_ *4 

3V6 

Report: The advice, recommendations and 
proposals of the Advisory Committee shall 
be reported to the A&TBCB through the 
Chairman, A&TBCB. The Committee shall 
make a report of Its activities annually on 
or before the 31st day of each year. Copies of 
all such reports shall be made public. 

Duration/Termination: This Advisory 

Committee shall function for a period con¬ 
sistent with the authorization contained in 
section 502(a) of Public Law 93-712. Con¬ 
tinuation of the Committee is subject to 
biennial review and renewal as required by 
section 14 of Pub. L. 92-463. 

[FR Doc.76-6976 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am) 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTA¬ 
TION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN COTTON TOWELS FROM 
PAKISTAN 

Adjusting Import Level 

March 8,1976. 

On December 4, 1975, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (40 F.R. 
56716). a letter dated December 2, 1975 
from the Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements, 
to the Commissioner of Customs, permit¬ 
ting entry of shipments from Pakistan in 
Category 31 (other than shop towels) 
which exceeded the level of restraint 
established under the Bilateral Cotton 
Textile Agrement of May 6,1975, between 
the Governments of the United States 
and Pakistan, for the eighteen-month 
period which began on July 1, 1974 and 
extended through December 31, 1975. 
The two governments agreed that the ad¬ 
ditional amount would be charged 
against the level of restraint applicable 
to Category 31 (other than shop towels) 
during the agreement year which began 
on January 1, 1976. The purpose of this 
notice is to advise that 4,661,706 pieces 
are being charged to that level. Tills 
amount includes entries in excess of the 
level of restaint and carryforward ap¬ 
plied to the level of the previous agree¬ 
ment year under paragraph 7(a) (ii) of 
the bilateral agreement. 

# Alan Polansky, 
Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance, 
U.S. Department of Commerce . 

(FR Doc.76-6945 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

|FRL 502-3; PP4G1495/T34 J 

FISONS CORP. 

Notice of Extension of a Temporary Toler¬ 
ance; 2-Ethoxy-2,3-dihydro-3,3*dimethyl- 

5-benzofuranyl methanesulfonate 

On February 11, 1975, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) an¬ 
nounced <40 FR 6389) that in response 
to a pesticide petition (PP 4G1495) sub¬ 
mitted by Fisons Corp., Agricultural 
Chemicals Div., Two Preston Court, Bed¬ 
ford MA 01730, temporary tolerances 
were established for combined residues 
of the herbicide 2-ethoxy-2,3-dihydro- 

3.3 - dimethyl-5-benzofuranyl methane¬ 
sulfonate and its metabolites 2-hydroxy- 

2.3 - dihydro - 3.3 - dimethyl - 5 - benzo- 
furanyl methanesulfonate and 2,3-dihy- 
dro-3,3-dimethyl - 2-oxo-5-benzofuranyl 
methanesulfonate (both calculated as 
the parent compound) in or on the fol¬ 
lowing raw agricultural commodities: 

Sugar beet tops at 1 part per million (ppm); 
Sugar beet roots at 0.1 ppm; 

Meat, fat, and meat byproducts of cattle, 

goats, hogs, horses, and sheep at 0.03 ppm. 

Fisons Corp. has requested a two- 
month extension of these temporary tol¬ 
erances to permit continued testing to 
obtain additional data and to permit the 
marketing of the above raw agricultural 
commodities treated in accordance with 
a temporary permit that is being ex¬ 
tended concurrently under the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
^^c t 

An evaluation of the data submitted in 
the petition and other relevant material 
has shown that an extension of these 
temporary tolerances will protect the 
public health, and it has been concluded, 
therefore, that the temporary tolerances 
should be extended on condition that the 
herbicide be used in accordance with 
the experimental use permit with the 
following provisions: 

1. The total amount of the herbicide 
to be used must not exceed the quantity 
authorized by the temporary permit 
which was issued February 4, 1975. 

2. Fisons Corp. must immediately no¬ 
tify the EPA of any findings from the 
experimental use that have a bearing 
on safety. The firm must also keep rec¬ 
ords of production, distribution, and per¬ 
formance and on request make the rec¬ 
ords available to any authorized officer 
or employee of the EPA or the Food and 
Drug Administration. 

These temporary tolerances expire 
April 4, 1976. Residues not in excess of 
(a) 1 ppm in or sugar beet tops, (b) 0.1 
ppm in or on sugar beet roots, and (c) 
0.03 ppm in meat, fat, and meat by¬ 
products of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
and sheep remaining after expiration 
of these temporary tolerances will not be 
considered actionable if the herbicide is 
legally applied during the term of and 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
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temporary permit and temporary tol¬ 
erances. These temporary tolerances may 
be revoked if the temporary permit is re¬ 
voked or if any scientific data or expe¬ 
rience with this herbicide indicate such 
revocation is necessary to protect the 
public health. 

Dated: March 4,1976. 

John B. Ritch. Jr., 

Director , Registration Division. 

Statutory Authority: Section 408(J) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 
UJS.C. 346a(j) |. 

| FR Doc.76-7023 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am| 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. G-10146. et al.] 

GETTY OIL CO. ET AL. 

Applications for Certificates, Abandonment 

of Service and Petitions to Amend 

Certificates 1 

March 3,1976. 

Take notice that each of the Appli¬ 
cants listed herein has filed an applica¬ 
tion or petition pursuant to Section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act for authorization 
to sell natural gas in interstate commerce 
or to abandon service as described herein, 
all as more fully described in the respec¬ 
tive applications and amendments which 
are on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
applications should on or before 


1 This notice does not provide for con¬ 
solidation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein. 


March 29, 1976, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20426, petitions to intervene or pro¬ 
tests in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the Commis¬ 
sion will be considered by it in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken 
but will not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Persons wish¬ 
ing to become parties to a proceeding or 
to participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file petitions to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by Sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
all applications in which no petition to 
intervene is filed within the time required 
herein if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter believes that a grant 
of the certificates or the authorization 
for the proposed abandonment is re¬ 
quired by the public convenience and 
necessity. Where a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or where the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, fur¬ 
ther notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket No. 

and date filed Applicant 


Purchaser and location 


G-10146. 

B 2-17-76 

G-16146. 

D 2-0-76 

C171-560. 

C 2-18-70 

C173-280. 

(CI67-884) 
OF 2-10-76 

C176-382. 

(CI72-118) 

F 10-14-75 

C176-383_ 

B 2-10-76 

C176-384. 

A 2-13-76 

C176-386. 

A 2-19-76 

C176-387. 

A 2-20-76 


Getty Oil Co., P.O. Box 1404, 
Houston, Tax. 77001. 


MAPCO Production Co., et al., 1437 
South Boulder Ave., Tulsa, Okla. 
74119. 

Phillips Petroleum Co.. 5 C4 
Phillips Bldg., Bartlesville, Okla. 
74004. 

Amoco Production Co., (successor 
to K. O. Rodman), Security Life 
Bldg., Denver, Colo. 80202. 

Clinton Oil Co., (successor to 
Amoco Production Co., Suite 
645A, 300 West Dough*, Wichta, 
Kans. 67202. 

George K. McGhee (Operator) et al., 
P.O. Box 5126, Oil Center Station, 
Lafayette, La. 70501. 

Pacific Lighting Gas Development 
Co., 720 West 8th 8t., Los Angeles, 
Calif. 90017. 

Perry R. Bass and Bass Enterprises 
Production Co., 3100 Fort Worth 
National Bank Bldg., Fort Worth, 
Tex. 76102. 

Mesa Potroleum Co., P.O. Box 2009, 
Amarillo, Tex. 79105. 


Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a divi¬ 
sion of Tenneco Inc., North Half 
West Delta Block 50, offshore 
Louisiana. 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co.. Green¬ 
wood Field, Morton County, 
Kans. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Martin 
and Midland Counties, Tex. 

Northern Natural Gas Co., Mocano- 
Laverne Field, Beaver County, 
Okla. 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a divi¬ 
sion of Tenneco Inc., East Placedo 
Field, Victoria County, Tex. 

Texas Oas Transmission Corp., 
South Bayou Mallet Field, Acadia 
Parish, La. 

Pacific Alaska LNG Co., Cook 
Inlet Area, Alaska. 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
America, Big F.ddv No. 44 Area, 
Eddy County, N. Alex. 

Transwestern Pipeline Co., Red 
Hills Penn and Wolfcamp Fields, 
Lea County, N. Mox. 


Pros- 

Price per Mcf sure 
Irase 


Expiration of 
leases. 


Well plugged. . 


>53.5 

14.73 

4 18.647 

14.65 

• 56.8735 

14.65 

Uneco- 

onomleal. 


49.0 

14.65 

1 4 80 

14.65 

«*80.0 

14.65 


Filing coda; A—Initial service. 

B—Abandonmen t. 

C—Amendment to add acreage. 

D—Amendment to delete acreage. 
E—Succession. 

F—Partial succession. 

See footnotes al end of table. 
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Docket No. 
and date tiled 

Applicant 

Purchaser and location 

Price per Me l 

Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

(176-388. 

A 2-20-76 

Exxon Corp., P.O. Box 2180, lions* 
ton, Tex. 77001. 

Transwestrm Pipeline Co.. Nash 
Field, Eddy County, N. Mex. 

*•81.0 

14.65 

<170-390. 

A 2-17-76 

Teuneco Exploration II, Ltd., P.O. 
Box 2511, Houston. Tex. 77001. 

Tennoco Oil Co., West Cameron 40 
Field, offshore Louisiana. 

.*•$1.63 

15.025 

C176-W1- 

A 2-17-76 

Tonneco Oil Co., P.O. Box 2511, 
Houston, Tex. 77001. 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a divi¬ 
sion of Tcnneeo. luc„ West Cam¬ 
eron 40 Field, offshore Louisiana. 

*«SI. 63 

15.025 

C170-882. 

B 2-17-76 

General American Oil Co. of Texas, 
Meadows Bldg., Dallas, Tex. 
75206. 

Atlantic Richfield Co., P.O. Box 
2819, Dallas, Tex. 75221. 

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., 
Lawson Field, Acadia Parish, La. 

Low' pressure 


(T76-898. 

A 2-28-76 

Transwestcro Pipeline Co., ARCO 
“EC” State No. 1 Well, Eddy 

*56.32 

14.65 

CI70-894. 

A 2-20-76 

Oxy Petroleum, Inc., 5000 Stock- 
dale Highway, Bakcrsiield, Calif. 
93309. 

County, X. Mex. 

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., 
Block 115. Ship Shoal Area, off¬ 
shore Louisiana. 

• * 76.5 

15.025 


> Includes 1.50* gathering allowance and is subject to upward and downward 4.22* tax reimbursement, 
i Includes 1.632* upward British thermal unit adjustment and 0.015* tax reimbursement. 

* Includes 1.64* upward British thermal unit adjustment and 0.897V gathering allowance. 

• Subject to upward and dow nward British t henna! unit adjustment. 

t Applicant is willing to accept a certificate in accordance with see. 2.56a of the Commission s general policy and 
^•TEfudcsoSioO^ gathering allowance and Is subject to upward and downward British thermal unit adjustment. 
IFR Doc.76-6772 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

I Docket No. CP69-41 j 
Order Rejecting Tariff Sheets 

March 5, 1976. 

On February 6, 1976, Algonquin Gas 
Transmission Company (Algonquin) 
filed substitute tariff sheets * 1 purporting 
to comply with Ordering Paragraph B 
of the Commission’s order issued Janu¬ 
ary 9, 1976, in the above-captioned pro¬ 
ceeding, which paragraph provides as 
follows: 

Within 30 days of the date of issuance 
of this order, Algonquin shall file sub¬ 
stitute tariff sheets reflecting a demand 
charge based on the full capacity of the 
SNG plant of 118,200 MMBtu per day. 

That order rejected Algonquin’s filing 
of December 9,1975, because the demand 
charge of $1,402 per MMBtu reflected off- 
system sales at less than 151 days use 
and was therefore inconsistent with the 
151 days/100 7c load factor requirement 
of Condition 6 (iv) of Opinion No. 637. 
On February 6. 1976, Algonquin filed an 
application for rehearing of the Com¬ 
mission’s January 9 order in Docket No. 
CP69-41 claiming that the tariff sheets 
filed on December 9. 1975, fully com¬ 
plied with the pertinent orders of the 
Commission and the requirements of the 
Natural Gas Act, and that they became 
effective by operation of law on Janu¬ 
ary 9, 1976. In view of the pendency of 
its application for rehearing, Algonquin 
requests such waiver as necessary to per¬ 
mit the substitute tariff sheets to be ef¬ 
fective as of January 9, 1976. 

Public notice of Algonquin’s Febru¬ 
ary 6 filing was issued on February 17, 
1976, with protests or petitions to inter¬ 
vene due on or before March 1, 1976. 


1 FPC Gas Tariff, First Revised Volume No. 

1 Substitute Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 10; 
Substitute Original Sheet No. 10-A; Substi¬ 
tute Second Revised Sheet No. 19; Substitute 
First Revised Sheet No. 20-C; Substitute 
First Revised Sheet No. 25. 


On February 20, 1976, Bay State Gas 
Company, et al. J (Bay State) filed a pro¬ 
test pointing out that the substitute tar¬ 
iff sheets are identical to those previ¬ 
ously rejected by the January 9 order. 
Bay State requests that the Commission 
reject the filing and direct Algonquin to 
comply in full with the Commission’s 
orders. 

The substitute tariff sheets filed here¬ 
in are identical to those rejected by the 
Commission’s January 9 order. Algon¬ 
quin states that the disputed demand 
charge of $1,402 per MMBtu fully com¬ 
plies with the certificate condition re¬ 
quiring that the rate be based on the 
full capacity of the SNG plant of 118,200 
MMBtu per day. Algonquin having 
raised this very same argument in its ap¬ 
plication for rehearing of the January 
9 order, it is not necessary to repeat 
herein our discussion of that argument 
on rehearing. By separate order issued 
in Docket No. CP69-41, which order is 
incorporated herein by reference, Al¬ 
gonquin’s application for rehearing shall 
be denied and Algonquin shall be or¬ 
dered to file within 30 days of the issu¬ 
ance of that order substitute tariff 
sheets reflecting a demand charge of 
$1,353 per MMBtu computed on the basts 
of 151 days' production at the rate of 
118.200 MMBtu per day. 

The Commission finds: Good cause 
exists to reject the substitute tariff 
sheets tendered for filing by Algonquin 
on February 6, 1976. as hereinafter 
ordered. 

The Commission orders: (A) The sub¬ 
stitute tariff sheets tendered for filing by 
Algonquin on February 6. 1976, are here¬ 
by rejected. 

(B) Consistent with the Commission's 
order denying Algonquin’s application 
for rehearing as heretofore discussed, 
Algonquin shall file within 30 days of the 


- See the attached Appendix for a listing 
of the protestants, all of which are SNG 
customers of Algonquin. 


issuance of that order substitute tariff 
sheets reflecting a demand charge of 
$1,353 per MMBtu based on the equiva¬ 
lent of 151 days' production at the rate 
of 118,200 MMBtu per day. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

r seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Appendix A 
LIST OF PROTESTANTS 

Bay State Gas Company 
Boston Gas Company 
Bristol and Warren Gas Company 
Cape Cod Gas Company 
Commonwealth Gas Company 
The Connecticut Gas Company 
Connecticut Natural Gas Corporation 
Fall River Gas Company 
The Hartford Electric Light Company 
Town of Middleborough, Municipal Gas and 
Electric Department 

New Bedford Gas and Edison Light Company 
North Attleboro Gas Company 
City of Norwich, Department of Public UtUi- 
ties 

Orange and Rockland Utilities. Inc. 

Pequot Gas Company 

Providence Gas Company 

South County Gas Company 

The Southern Connecticut Gas Company 

Tiverton Gas Company 

IFR Doc.76-6893 Filed 3-l0-76;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. CP69-41 ( 

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Order Denying Application for Hearing 

March 5, 1976. 

On December 9. 1975, Algonquin Gas 
Transmission Company (Algonquin) 
tendered for filing certain revised tariff 
sheets proposing to reduce the demand 
charge of Rate Schedule SNG-1. The 
proposed reduction was designed to re¬ 
flect increased sales of SNG pursuant to 
temporary certificate granted in Docket 
No. CP69-41 permitting Algonquin to sell 
certain previously uncontracted volumes 
of its SNG plant. By order Issued Jan¬ 
uary 9, 1976, we rejected the filing and 
required Algonquin to file substitute 
tariff sheets reflecting a demand charge 
based upon the full capacity of the SNG 
plant of 118.200 MMBtu per day. On Feb¬ 
ruary 6, 1976, Algonquin filed an appli¬ 
cation for rehearing of that order. For 
the reasons hereinafter stated, we shall 
deny such application for rehearing. 

Algonquin’s first specification of error 
is that the tariff sheets filed by it on De¬ 
cember 9, 1975, became effective by oper¬ 
ation of law on January 9, 1976,’ inas- 


1 Although Algonquin requested an effec¬ 
tive date of January 9, 1976, after 30 days 
notice, Algonquin also requested authoriza¬ 
tion to make related refunds for the period 
November L, 1975 to January 9, 1976. There¬ 
fore, in effect Algonquin was requesting a 
retroactive effective date of November 1, 
1975. 
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much as the Commission failed to act 
within the 30-day notice period. 

Algonquin cites Indiana & Michigan 
Electric Company v. Federal Power Com¬ 
mission for the general proposition that 
the prior notice requirement establishes 
“not only a minimum notice period for 
the utility’s customers and the Commis¬ 
sion. but also a maximum waiting period 
for the filing utility.” 4 * * * 8 

Although Algonquin properly defines 
the statutory limitation upon the Com¬ 
mission’s suspension powers, such legal 
restraints do not apply to the facts at 
hand. Firstly, Algonquin’s argument fails 
to recognize the true nature of its “fil¬ 
ing”. As explained in the January 9, 
order: “The rate proposed herein suffers 
the same defect as that which was the 
subject of our orders on summary dis¬ 
position in Docket No. RP75-88.” 
(mimeo, p. 3) By order issued Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1975, in that docket, we ordered 
Algonquin to file a revised demand 
charge under Rate Schedule SNG-1 
based on the full capacity of the SNG 
plant as opposed to being based on sales 
volumes because of the requirements of 
Certificate Condition 6(iv> imposed by 
Opinion 637, 48 FPC 1216 (1972). Inas¬ 
much as Algonquin’s December 9 filing 
in Docket No. CP69-41 was also based 
upon sales volumes in contradiction to 
our November 10 order in Docket No. 
RP75-88, and the Certificate Condition 
6(iv) of Opinion 637, the 30 days notice 
period prescribed in Section 4 of the 
Natural Gas Act never commenced to 
run. A filing date (i.e., the date from 
which the 30-day period begins to run) 
is defined as follows: 

Section 154.15 Filing date. 

The term “filing date” means the day 
on which a tariff or part thereof or a 
contract is received in the office of the 
Secretary of the Commission for filing 
in compliance with the requireinents of 
this part, (emphasis added) 

Section 154.22 of the Regulations pro¬ 
hibits the filing of any new rate sched¬ 
ule with respect to any service for which 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity must be obtained, until such 
certificate has been issued. Algonquin's 
December 9, 1975, filing did not comply 
with Algonquin’s outstanding certificate 
obligation * and therefore the filing rep¬ 
resented a rate schedule for which ap¬ 
propriate certificate authority had never 
been granted by this Commission. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the thirty day notice period 
never began to rim. As the United States 
Supreme Court has stated, the end of the 
30 day notice period prescribed in Section 
4 of the Natural Gas Act is the time for 
“the earliest effectuation of contractual¬ 
ly authorized or otherwise permissible 
rate changes consistent with appropriate 
Commission review.” (emphasis added) 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. v. Memphis 
Light, Gas and Water Division , et al., 358 
U S. 103,114 (1958). 

Secondly, Algonquin argues that the 
Commission was without authority to 


■ 502 P. 2d 330, 341 (D.C. Cir. 1974). 

'See the Commission’s January 9, 1975, 
order supra. 


summarily reject the December 9 filing 
insofar as that filing was not patently un¬ 
lawful. Algonquin further alleges that 
the January 9 order contains erroneous 
and legally inadequate findings and is 
not supported by substantial evidence. 

At the basis of Algonquin’s contentions 
is the belief that its December 9 filing 
complied with the certificate condition 
(Condition 6 (iv)> imposed in Opinion 
No. 637, 48 FPC 1216 (1972), such con¬ 
dition being the subject of our orders on 
summary disposition in Docket No. 
RP75-88. Condition 6 (iv) provides as 
follows: 

Notwithstanding the provisions of any 
rate schedule or applicable service agree¬ 
ment, said applicant shall not, without 
prior Commission approval, file any rate 
schedule providing for any increase in 
rates based in any part, directly or in¬ 
directly. upon any fixed unit costs cal¬ 
culated upon the basis of a total volume 
of production of synthetic gas by the 
aforesaid reforming plant, during any 
period from October 16 through April 15 
in any year, less than the equivalent of 
151 days’ production at the rate of 
120.000 Mcf/d [118.200 MMBtu per day]. 
(48 FPC at 1252) 

In Docket No. RP75-88 Algonquin filed 
increased rates to include a demand 
charge of $1,489 per MMBtu per day 
based on the equivalent of 151 days’ 
production at the rate of only 107,395 
MMBtu per day, the latter figure being 
the contracted sales volumes of Algon¬ 
quin’s “on-system” SNG customers. By 
order issued November 10, 1975, in Dock¬ 
et No. RP75-88 and order denying re¬ 
hearing thereof issued January 9. 1976, 
we found that the proposed demand 
charge did not comply with Condition 6 
(iv) and that enforcement of such a cer¬ 
tificate condition was proper for sum¬ 
mary disposition. Accordingly, we or¬ 
dered Algonquin to file a revised demand 
charge based on the full capacity of the 
SNG plant of 118.200 MMBtu per day 
and to refund all amounts collected in 
excess of that rate. The demand charge 
so computed would equate to $1,353 per 
MMBtu per day.* 

However, Algonquin argues that the 
temporary certificate granted in Docket 
No. CP69-41 by letter order dated No¬ 
vember 13, 1975, permitted Algonquin to 
sell SNG up to the plant capacity of 
118,200 MMBtu and that since the rate 
proposed in the December 9 filing re¬ 
flected such sales, the Condition 6 (iv) 
was therefore complied with. In Docket 
No. CP69—41 Algonquin was granted a 
temporary certificate to sell the previ¬ 
ously uncontracted volumes of its SNG 
plant to certain “off-system” customers. 
Our letter order dated November 13,1975 
granting such temporary certificate set 
forth the following conditions: 

A. Algonquin’s sales to off-system cus¬ 
tomers shall be limited to those volumes 


4 Computed as: Fixed Costs: $24,142,046 

(Costs filed at Docket No. RP75-88). Billing 

Demand Units: 118.200X161=17.848.200 

MMBtu. SNG-1 Demand Charge: $1,353 per 

MMBtu 


of gas available in excess of the require¬ 
ments of Algonquin’s regular SNG cus¬ 
tomers. 

B. Algonquin’s demand charge to off- 
system customers shall be in accordance 
with Algonquin’s Rate Schedule SNG-1 
modified, however, such that it will be 
applicable only on those days when ex¬ 
cess gas is tendered, and only to those 
volumes tendered to the off-system cus¬ 
tomers. 

Algonquin’s December 9 filing in 
CP69-41 made no mention of our No¬ 
vember 10 order in Docket No. RP75- 
88 but instead continued to base its rate 
upon sales volumes so as to insure recov¬ 
ery of its total fixed costs. Algonquin’s 
submittal letter accompanying its De¬ 
cember 9 filing states as follows: 

As a result of the “off-system” sales 
of gas under Rate Schedule SNG-1, the 
demand revenues collected for such ad¬ 
ditional sales at the currently effective 
unit demand charge would provide reve¬ 
nues in excess of the costs filed at Dock¬ 
et No. RP75-88. Accordingly, the pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to reduce the unit 
demand charge so that the demand 
charge collections, including those from 
“off-system” customers, will provide the 
cost of service filed at Docket No. RP75- 
88 . 

Therefore, the demand charge of 
$1,402 per MMBtu per day r * included in 
the December 9 filing was based on the 
sum of the billing demand units of the 
on-system and off-system customers. 

In its application for rehearing, Algon¬ 
quin argues that reliance upon our or¬ 
ders in Docket No. RP75-88 is misplaced. 
Algonquin argues that inasmuch as the 
temporary certificate permitted it to sell 
SNG up to the plant capacity of 118.200 
MMBtu and since the rate proposed in its 
December 9 filing reflected such sales, 
then Condition 6<iv) was complied with. 
However, such reasoning contradicts the 
express requirement within Condition 6 
(iv) that the rate be based on the equiv¬ 
alent of 151 days ’ production at the rate 
of full plant capacity. The $1,402 rate 
reflects off-system sales at something 
less than 151 days use and therefore does 
not comply with the 151 days/100 % load 
factor requirement of Condition 6(iv). 

Based on its erroneous interpretation 
of Condition 6(iv), Algonquin concludes 
as follows: 

To conclude this portion of our argu¬ 
ment. we respectfully reiterate that, 
apart from the non-substantive format 
changes, all that the December 9, 1975 
tariff filing did was to make its tariff 
consistent with the requirements of Sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Act. Condition 6(iv), and 
the temporary certificate order of No¬ 
vember 13, 1975 in Docket No. CP69-41 
That being so, there is no basis whatever 
for concluding that the December 9.1975 
tariff filing is “patently unlawful” or a 
“substantive nullity” and subject to sum¬ 
mary rejection. (Application at 22) 

As discussed previously, the primary 
substantive change proposed within the 


'Computed as: Fixed Costs: $24,142,046. 
Billing Demand Units: 17,215.112 MMBtu. 
SNG-1 Demand Charge: $1402 per MMBtu. 
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December 9 filing, i.e., the demand 
charge, clearly contravened Condition 6 
(iv) as well as our orders in Docket No. 
RP75-88 enforcing Condition 6<iv). As 
we stated in our January 9 order denying 
rehearing in Docket No. RP75-88: "En¬ 
forcement of certificate conditions is 
proper for summary disposition in that 
such conditions are enforceable as a 
matter of law.” (mimeo, p. 3). 

The Commission finds: Algonquin's ap¬ 
plication for rehearing raises no issues of 
fact or law not considered before, or 
being herein considered, to justify grant¬ 
ing rehearing of our order of January 9. 
1976. 

The Commission orders: (A) Algon¬ 
quin’s application for rehearing is hereby 
denied. 

(B) Within 30 days of the issuance of 
this order, Algonquin shall file substitute 
tariff sheets reflecting a demand charge 
based on the equivalent of 151 days’ pro¬ 
duction at the rate of 118,200 MMBtu per 
day. 

<C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made 
in the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(PR Doc.76-6881 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RP76-61] 

BACA GAS GATHERING SYSTEM, INC. 

Order Accepting Proposed Rate Changes 
for Filing, Subject to Condition, Granting 
Intervention, Denying Request for 
Waiver, and Accepting Withdrawal of 
Tariff Sheet 

February 27, 1976. 

On February 2, 1976, Baca Gas 

Gathering System, Inc. (Baca) tendered 
for filing proposed revised tariff sheets to 
its FPC Gas Tariff. 1 * * Baca states that the 
proposed changes would result in in¬ 
creased purchased gas costs of $190,000 
and increased gas sales revenues of 
$219,000, resulting in increased net rev¬ 
enues of $29,000. Baca states further 
that the increases in operating expenses, 
almost totally caused by increased com¬ 
pressor fuel cost and decreased gather¬ 
ing fees due to decreased volumes of 
total gas gathered, exactly offset the 
projected net revenue increase. Baca has 
requested that its proposed tariff changes 
be permitted to become effective Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1976. 

Notice of Baca’s filing was issued 
February 10, 1976 with all protests, 
comments or petitions to intervene due 
on or before February 23, 1976. A peti¬ 
tion to intervene was filed on behalf of 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
on February 23, 1976. 

On February 19, 1976, Baca filed a 
notice of withdrawal of Second Revised 
Sheet No. 3-A to Volume 3 of Its FPC 


1 Third Revised Sheet No. 3-A to Volume 

No. l; Second Revised Sheet No. 3-A to 

Volume No. 2; Second Revised Sheet No. 3-A 

to Volume No. 3. 


Gas Tariff which was part of the filing 
tendered on February 2, 1976. Baca 
stated that such withdrawal was being 
made in order to permit the Commission 
to act upon the pending Stipulation and 
Agreement filed in Docket No. RP76-11 
on February 18, 1976. We shall accept 
Baca's notice of withdrawal of this 
tariff sheet. 

Our review of the remainder of Baca’s 
February 2, 1976 filing indicates that the 
requested rate increase includes the im¬ 
pact of flowing through a portion of 
Baca’s gas supply at the authorized mini¬ 
mum level of 18.018c per Mcf as pre¬ 
scribed by Opinion No. 749. 5 Baca’s price 
represents the minimum rate of 18c per 
Mcf for old gas plus a tax adjustment. 
We note however, that both Baca’s con¬ 
tract with its producer supplier WECO, 
and its tariff under which it sells to Pan¬ 
handle, reflect the utilization of a 14.65 
psia pressure base. Since Opinion No. 749 
provided that the minimum rate for old 
gas is 18.0i* per Mcf at 60 F and 14.73 
psia, we shall accept Baca’s filing subject 
to the condition that Baca file revised 
tariff sheets within 20 days of the date 
of issuance of tliis order which reflect an 
adjustment in the minimum rate of 
18.018c per Mcf based upon utilization 
of a pressure base of 14.65 psia rather 
than a pressure base of 14.73 psia. 

Since Baca has offered no basis for its 
request of an effective date of January 1, 
1976, a date prior to its date of filing, we 
shall not grant waiver of our notice re¬ 
quirements. We shall therefore permit 
Baca’s filing to become effective March 3, 
1976. subject to the above condition. 

The Commission finds: (1) It is neces¬ 
sary and proper in the public interest 
and to aid in the enforcement of the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
accept for filing Baca’s February 2, 1976 
filing in this docket to become effective 
March 3, 1976, subject to the condition 
that Baca file revised tariff slicets within 
20 days of the date of issuance of this 
order which reflect an adjustment in the 
minimum rate of 18.018* 4 per Mcf based 
upon utilization of a pressure base of 
14.65 psia rather than a pressure base of 
14.73 psia. 

(2) Baca’s notice of withdrawal of 
Second Revised Sheet No. 3-A to Volume 
No. 3 of its FPC Gas Tariff should be ac¬ 
cepted. 

(3) Good cause exists to grant Pan¬ 
handle Eastern Pipe Line Company’s 
petition to intervene. 

(4) Good cause does not exist to grant 
Baca’s request for waiver from the Com¬ 
mission’s notice requirements. 

The Commission orders: (A) Baca’s 
proposed rate changes tendered on Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1976 in this docket, as amended 
by its notice of withdrawal of Second Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 3-A to Volume No. 3, is 
hereby accepted for filing and permitted 
to become effective on March 3,1976, sub¬ 
ject to the condition that Baca file re¬ 
vised tariff sheets within 20 days of the 


* Opinion No. 749, Docket No. R-478. Issued 
December 31. 1975. 


date of issuance of this order which re¬ 
flect an adjustment in the minimum rate 
of 18.018«* per Mcf based upon utiliza¬ 
tion of a pressure base of 14.65 psia 
rather than a pressure base of 14.73 psia. 

(B) Baca’s notice of withdrawal of 
Second Revised Sheet No. 3-A to Vol¬ 
ume No. 3 of its FPC Gas Tariff is hereby 
accepted. 

(C) The petition to intervene filed on 
behalf of Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company is hereby granted; Provided, 
however. That participation of such in- 
tervenor shall be limited to matters af¬ 
fecting asserted rights and interests as 
specifically set forth in its petition to in¬ 
tervene; a d Provided, further, That the 
admission of such intervenor shall not 
be construed as recognition by the Com¬ 
mission that it might be aggrieved be¬ 
cause of any order or orders of the Com¬ 
mission entered in this proceeding. 

(D) Baca’s request for waiver of the 
Commission’s notice requirements is 
hereby denied. 

(E) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

1 seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 76-6878 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


| Docket No. E-9547] 

CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO. AND 
RANGELEY POWER CO. 

Notice of Amendment to Merger 
Application 

March 5. 1976. 

Take notice that on February 23, 1976, 
the Central Maine Power Company filed 
an amendment to its application under 
Section 203 for approval of the acquisi¬ 
tion of the assets, properties and fran¬ 
chises of Rangeley Power Company. The 
amendment seeks inclusion of Range- 
le y’s Maine Electric Power Company 
(MEPCO) stock, amounting to 32 shares, 
as part of Central Maine’s acquisition. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to such 
application should, on or before March 
22, 1976, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, in accordance with the re¬ 
quirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 C.F.R. 1.8 
or 1.10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to the 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file peti¬ 
tions to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. The application is 
on file with the Commission and is 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.76-6883 Filed 3-J0-76;8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. CP75-20; CI73-11G1 

FLORIDA GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

ET AL. 

Notice of Proposed Settlement 

February 27, 1976. 

In the matter of Florida Gas Trans¬ 
mission Company, Complainant, Petro¬ 
leum Management, Inc., and Skelly Oil 
Company, Defendants and Petroleum 
Management, Inc.. Operator. 

Take notice that on February 10, 1976, 
Petroleum Management, Inc. and Skelly 
Oil Company filed a letter containing an 
offer of settlement of the above-entitled 
proceedings. They stated that this was 
in response to the Certification on Jan¬ 
uary 27, 1976, by Presiding Administra¬ 
tive Law Judge Ernest Liebman of a 
question to the Commission regarding 
the scope of the proceedings. 

These proceedings commenced on July 
27, 1974. when Florida Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Company (Florida Gas) filed a com¬ 
plaint against PMI and Skelly alleging 
their failure to deliver gas under their 
certificates and their making sales to 
other purchasers without obtaining 
abandonment authority. In an answer 
PMI alleged that there had been a de¬ 
cline in production in the wells involved 
and that Florida Gas had not installed 
the necessary compression facilities. It 
also filed an application for abandon¬ 
ment on behalf of itself and other lease¬ 
hold owners. After consolidating the 
Florida Gas complaint and the PMI 
abandonment application, the Commis¬ 
sion on November 19. 1975, instituted a 
show cause proceeding against PMI, 
Skelly, et al. and Florida Gas and pro¬ 
vided for a hearing. 

By order of January 12. 1976. the Com¬ 
mission denied a motion of PMI and 
Skelly that it withdraw its order of No¬ 
vember 19, 1975; it stated that Florida 
Gas. PMI or Skelly should have the op¬ 
tion to voluntarily install compression 
facilities to permit the delivery of the 
subject gas to Florida Gas; it provided 
that if any of the parties installed com¬ 
pression facilities, the hearing should ad¬ 
dress the issue of which party should bear 
the cost of such facilities; it granted a 
partial stay of the requirement in the 
November 19, 1975, order that sales to 
other parties cease; and it set forth the 
issues to be covered at the hearing as 
follows: 

(1) Whether such deliveries were un¬ 
lawfully terminated and. if so, at what 
point; 

(2) Whether payback should be 
ordered by the Commission for the 
volumes of gas lost to the interstate 
market; 

(3) What alternatives to abandon¬ 
ment are available to the parties or the 
Commission, and 

(4) Who shall bear the burden of im¬ 
plementing such alternatives. 

At a prehearing conference on Janu¬ 
ary 22,1976, counsel for PMI argued that 
under the Commission’s order of Janu¬ 
ary 12, 1976, if the parties were willing 
to install compression facilities, the only 
issue to be litigated was the question as 


to who should bear the cost of the instal¬ 
lation. The Judge ruled that, as he read 
the January 12, 1976, order, the issues 
were not limited to which party should 
bear the cost of compression facilities, 
but on January 27, 1976, he certified this 
question to the Commission. 

By their filing of February 10. 1976. 
PMI and Skelly reaffirmed their belief 
that their determination to install com¬ 
pression facilities would limit the hear¬ 
ing to the single issue of who would bear 
the cost of such installations. In addi¬ 
tion they make the following offer: 

<1) PMI, et al.. will voluntarily install 
compression facilities to permit them to 
deliver gas to Florida Gas at a pressure of 
500 psi; 

(2) As a result of such voluntary in¬ 
stallation by PMI, et al., these proceed¬ 
ings shall be limited to a resolution of 
the single issue of who should bear the 
cost of such compression facilities; and 

(3) To resolve this single remaining 
issue. PMI, et al., offer to bear, at their 
sole cost and expense, the cost of install¬ 
ing and operating the compression facil¬ 
ities involved provided that the Com¬ 
mission in any order adopting this offer 
approve their pending abandonment ap¬ 
plication by authorizing abandonment 
when the wells will no longer produce gas 
within the design limitations of the com¬ 
pression facilities to be installed. 

Any person, including the parties to 
this proceeding, may file comments 
either in support of or in opposition to 
the proposed settlement. In view of the 
need for an expeditious resolution of tills 
matter, the Commission finds that good 
cause exists for the setting of a short¬ 
ened period for the filing of comments 
on the proposed settlement, and accord¬ 
ingly requires that all comments be filed 
on or before March 16, 1976. Copies of 
such comments will be available in the 
Office of Public Information of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

| FR Doc.7S-G879 Filed 3-10-76; 8:45 am] 


(Docket No. CP76-2651 

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Notice of Application 

March 5. 1976. 

Take notice that on February 17. 1976, 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation 
(Applicant), 445 West Main Street, 
Clarksburg, West Virginia 26301. filed in 
Docket No. CP76-265 an application pur¬ 
suant to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity authorizing the 
transportation of natural gas for The 
Brooklyn Union Gas Company (Brook¬ 
lyn Union). the construction and opera¬ 
tion of measuring and regulating facili¬ 
ties through which to accept delivery of 
natural gas for Brooklyn Union and the 
delivery by displacement or of equivalent 
volumes of natural gas to Transconti¬ 
nental Gas Pipe Line Corporation 
(Transco) for the account of Brooklyn 
Union, all as more fully set forth in the 


application on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant requests Commission au¬ 
thorization to transport natural gas for 
Brooklyn Union from points of delivery 
in Barbour County, West Virginia, to a 
point of interconnection with Transco at 
Leidy, Pennsylvania. It is alleged that 
the gas proposed to be transported would 
be produced in or near Barbour County 
by Fuel Resources, Inc., a subsidiary of 
Brooklyn Union. The proposed transpor¬ 
tation service is said to be for the term 
of twenty years and would be provided 
by Applicant on a firm basis. The rede¬ 
livery of natural gas to Transco for the 
account of Brooklyn Union would be 
made by Applicant either by reduction 
of Applicant's receipts of natural gas 
from Transco pursuant to Transco’s FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule X-56 or by delivery 
of equivalent volumes of natural gas to 
those delivered to Applicant for the ac¬ 
count of Brooklyn Union at the existing 
point of interconnection between Appli¬ 
cant and Transco at Leidy. Pennsylvania. 

Applicant further proposes to construct 
and operate measuring and regulating 
facilities to accept volumes of natural gas 
from Fuel Resources, Inc., for Brooklyn 
Union at three points in Barbour County. 
Applicant estimates that the cost of the 
facilities would be approximately $24,097. 
Applicant states that Brooklyn Union 
would reimburse Applicant for three- 
quarters of the actual cost and that Ap¬ 
plicant would finance the costs that it 
would be obligated to bear from funds on 
hand and funds to be obtained from Ap¬ 
plicant's parent corporation. Consoli¬ 
dated Natural Gas Company. 

The rate that Brooklyn Union would 
be required to pay Applicant is said to 
consist of a monthly demand charge of 
56.91 cents per Mcf of the effective con¬ 
tract transportation demand and a com¬ 
modity charge of 4.34 cents per Mcf of 
gas transported. The application states 
that one-fourth of the gas delivered to 
Applicant would be purchased by Appli¬ 
cant from Fuel Resources, Inc. The initial 
rate for these purchases would be $1.00 
per Mcf at 14.73 psia. which is said to be 
the prevailing small producers interstate 
price, subject to downward Btu adjust¬ 
ment from a base of 1,000 Btu per cubic 
foot, plus 3.0 cents per Mcf for gathering. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 29. 
1976, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure 
<18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's Rules. 
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Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission 
on this application If no petition to in¬ 
tervene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate Is required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re¬ 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-6890 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. ER76-517] 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Notice of Tender of Certificate of 
Concurrence 

March 5, 1976. 

Take notice that on February 27, 1976, 
the I>etroit Edison Company tendered for 
filing a Certificate of Concurrence to the 
tender of Consumers Power Company on 
February 18, 1976, in the above-dap- 
tioned docket. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NJE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before March 22. 1976. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

(FR Doc.76-6885 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am( 


(Docket No. CI76-385J 

GETTY OIL CO. 

Notice of Appjication 

March 5, 1976. 

Take notice that on February 17. 1976, 
Getty Oil Company (Applicant), P.O. Box 
1404, Houston, Texas 77001, filed in 
Uocket No. CI76-385 an application pur¬ 
suant to Section 7(b) of the Natural Gas 
Act for permission and approval to aban¬ 
don the sale of natural gas to Skeily Oil 


Company (Skeily) from gas wells in the 
Blinebry, et al., Fields, Lea County, New 
Mexico, all as more fully set forth in the 
application on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to abandon the sale 
of natural gas to Skeily from the R. L. 
Brunson No. 1-P Well and the R. L. 
Clifton No. 2-M Well in the Blinebry, et 
al.. Fields made pursuant to percentage- 
type casinghead gas sale contracts. Ap¬ 
plicant states that it proposes to aban¬ 
don the sale because the New Mexico Oil 
Conservation Commission has reclassi¬ 
fied the said wells from oil wells to gas 
wells; and, therefore, Skeily is no longer 
contractually entitled to the gas from 
the subject acreage. Applicant states fur¬ 
ther that the gas from the subject wells 
as reclassified is dedicated to El Paso 
Natural Gas Company pursuant to a gas 
purchase agreement dated August 15, 
1949, as amended. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 
29. 1976, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426. a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file a petition to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction confererred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that permission 
and approval for the proposed abandon¬ 
ment are required by the public conveni¬ 
ence and necessity. If a petition for leave 
to intervene is timely filed, or if the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further no¬ 
tice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6889 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am| 


[Docket No. ER76-131) 

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT CO. 
Notice of Tender of Supplemental Data 

March 5, 1976. 

Take notice that on March 1, 1976. 
Kansas City Power & Light Company 


(KCP&L) tendered supplemental data 
intended to make complete its original 
filing of September 17, 1975. This action 
is in response to a deficiency letter issued 
by the Secretary of the Federal Power 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commissio n’s R ules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 23, 1976. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6884 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 


(Docket Nos. ER76-310 and ER76-312J 

KENTUCKY UTILITIES CO. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Making Effec¬ 
tive Revised Fuel Adjustment Clauses, 
and Granting Petition to Intervene 

March 5, 1976. 

On December 1, 1975, Kentucky Utili¬ 
ties Company (Kentucky) tendered for 
filing revised fuel cost adjustment clauses 
applicable to wholesale service rendered 
to Old Dominion Power Company (Old 
Dominion) and the City of ParLs, Ken¬ 
tucky (Paris). In Docket No. ER76-310, 
Kentucky submitted one fuel clause ap¬ 
plication to transmission voltage deliv¬ 
er^ 1 to Old Dominion, and another fuel 
clause applicable to distribution voltage 
delivery * to that customer. Kentucky 
serves Paris (Docket No. ER76-312) only 
at the transmission voltage level. 1 * 3 Ken¬ 
tucky requested that the three revised 
fuel clauses be permitted to become ef¬ 
fective as of January 1, 1976. 

Preliminary review of Kentucky’s fuel 
clause filings found them to be deficient 
with respect to certain filing require¬ 
ments of the Commission's Regulations. 
Accordingly, by letter dated December 31, 

1975, the Commission’s Secretary in¬ 
formed Kentucky of the deficiencies and 
stated further that filing dates would 
not be assigned its submittals until the 
deficiencies were cured. On February 6, 

1976, Kentucky submitted additional 
data which fulfills the filing requirements 
of the Commission’s Regulations. 


1 The transmission voltage fuel clause Is 
designated Supplement No. 1 to Supplement 
No. 5 to Rate Schedule FPC No. 78. 

1 The distribution voltage fuel clause la 
designated Supplement No. 2 to Supplement 
No. 6 to Rate Schedule FPC No. 78. 

3 The fuel clause applicable to Paris is 
designated Supplement No. 1 to Supplement 
No. 2 to Rate Schedule FPC No. 83. 
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Public notices of Kentucky’s filings in 
Docket Nos. ER76-310 and ER76-312 
were issued on December 12, 1975, with 
comments, protests or petitions to inter¬ 
vene due on or before December 29.1975. 
A petition to intervene in Docket No. 
ER76-312 was timely filed by Paris. In 
addition to seeking intervention. Paris 
prays for a one-day suspension and hear¬ 
ing **if it becomes necessary.” arguing 
that the revised fuel clause 44 * • • may 
still be too high.” 

Our review of the three fuel clauses 
submitted by Kentucky in the captioned 
dockets indicates that the clauses comply 
with § 35.14 of our Regulations as 
amended by Order No. 517.* Moreover, 
Paris* pleading in Docket No. ER76-312, 
lacking specificity and generally failing 
to provide any support for its request for 
suspension and hearing, does not con¬ 
vince us that further review of this mat¬ 
ter is needed. Accordingly, we shall waive 
the notice requirement of our Regula¬ 
tions in order to accept the revised fuel 
clauses for filing and make them effective 
as of January 1,1976. 

The Commission finds: (1) The fuel 
adjustment clauses submitted by Ken¬ 
tucky in Docket Nos. ER76-310 and 
ER76-312 comply with § 35.14 of our 
Regulations as amended by Order No. 
517. 

(2) Good cause exists to waive the 
notice requirement of our Regulations to 
permit Kentucky’s tendered fuel clauses 
to become effective as of January 1. 1976. 

(3) Good cause exists to permit Paris 
to intervene in Docket No. ER76-312, 
provided such intervention is conditioned 
as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: (A) The 
notice requirement of our Regulations is 
hereby waived, and Kentucky’s fuel ad¬ 
justment clauses tendered in Docket Nos. 
ER76-310 and ER76-312 are hereby ac¬ 
cepted for filing and made effective aa of 
January 1,1976. 

(B) Paris is hereby permitted to inter¬ 
vene in Docket No. ER78-312, subject to 
the rules and regulations of the Com¬ 
mission; Provided , however , That par¬ 
ticipation of such intervenor shall be 
limited to matters affecting asserted 
rights and interests as specifically set 
forth in the petition to intervene; and 
Provided, further , That the admission of 
such intervenor shall not be construed 
as recognition by the Commission that 
it might be aggrieved because of any 
order or orders of the Commission 
entered in this proceeding. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.76-6882 FUed 3-10-76:8:46 am) 


• We note that a fuel clause Identical to 
those submitted In the captioned dockets was 
submitted by Kentucky in Docket No. E~ 
9425. That clause was likewise found to com¬ 
ply with our Regulations and was accepted 

and made effective. 


I Docket Nos. ER76-304 and ER76-317) 

NEW ENGLAND POWER CO. 

Connection 

March 2, 1976. 

In the Order Denying Motions To Re¬ 
ject, Granting Interventions, And Deny¬ 
ing Rehearing, Issued February 17, 1976 
and published in the Federal Register 
February 24, 1976 FR 41(8120), line 26, 
3rd paragraph of the above order should 
be corrected to read as follows: On Feb¬ 
ruary 10, 1976, Rhode Island filed a mo¬ 
tion requesting 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

(PR Doc.76-6891 Piled 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. ER76-532J 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 

Proposed Changes in Rates and 
Charges 

March 5, 1976. 

Take notice that on March 1, 1976, 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
(PG&E) tendered for fiding a notice of 
change in rates and charges of certain 
electric wheeling services under its Orig¬ 
inal Volume No. 4. Based upon test pe¬ 
riod (calendar year 1976) conditions, 
PG&E estimates the change in rates 
would increase annual revenues from jur¬ 
isdictional services by approximately $2,- 
735,000. The proposed effective date for 
the increased rate is March 31, 1976. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the United States Department of the In¬ 
terior and the California Public Utilities 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 20426. In ac¬ 
cordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commissio n’s R ules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 22 , 1976. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to this proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76 6888 Piled 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. ER76-628J 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF 
INDIANA 

Notice of Termination 

March 5,1976. 

Take notice that on February 20, 1976 
Public Service Company of Indiana 
(PSI) tendered for filing notice of termi¬ 
nation of the interconnection agreement 
between it and the City of Peru, Indiana, 


designated as PSI’s Rate Schedule FPC 
No. 212. 

The termination date is November 1, 
1978, the end of the fixed term of ten 
consecutive years according to PSI. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 26, 1976. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76 6887 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket Ncs. ER76-149 and E-9537] 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF 
INDIANA, INC. 

Order Denying Motion To Reduce Suspen 
sion Period and Request for Initiation of 
a Section 206(a) Investigation 

March 1, 1976. 

On September 23, 1975, Public Service 
Company of Indiana, Inc. (PSCI> ten¬ 
dered for filing a wholesale rate increase 
amounting to $9,713,394 docketed as 
ER76-149. 

By order issued November 28, 1975, the 
Commission, inter alia, accepted the pro¬ 
posed rate increase for filing as of No¬ 
vember 30, 1975, and suspended it until 
March 31, 1976, when it will be permitted 
to go into effect subject to refund. The 
Commission rejected the proposed rate 
increase to certain interconnection cus¬ 
tomers. the Cities of Crawfordsville. 
Logansport. Peru and Washington, Indi¬ 
ana, because their service agreements are 
fixed rate within the Mobile-Sierra : doc¬ 
trine.* The Commission did not institute 
a Section 206(a) investigation with re¬ 
spect to these customers. 

On December 29, 1975, PSCI filed a 
Petition For Rehearing And Stay of the 
Commission’s November 28, 1975, order. 
Therein, PSCI sought rehearing of tire 
Commission’s order issued November 28, 
1975, to permit its increased rates to be¬ 
come effective October 24, 1975, but did 
not request a reduction of the suspension 
period to two months, nor did it request 
the Commission to institute a Section 206 
(a) investigation with respect to the 


> United Gas Pipe Line Co. v. Mobile Gas 
Service Corp., 350 UJ3. 332 (1966); Federal 
Power Commission v. Sierra Pacific Power Co., 
360 U.S. 348 (1956). 

•The Commission pointed out at mimeo 
p. 7 that this action was consistent with its 
order issued March 7. 1974, In Docket Nos. 
E-8586 and E-8587, Involving PSCI’s prior 
wholesale rate Increase. 
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interconnection customers. We denied 
PSCI’s Petition For Rehearing And Stay 
by order issued January 26,1976. 

On January 26, 1976, PSCI filed a 
pleading entitled “MOTIONS TO RE¬ 
CONSIDER AND MODIFY SUSPEN¬ 
SION PERIOD AND EXPEDITE RE¬ 
SPONSES AND DECISION.” * PSCI re¬ 
quested that the Commission reduce the 
suspension period specified in the No¬ 
vember 28. 1975, order to two months or 
to the date of action by the Commis¬ 
sion on this pleading. IMEA Cities filed 
a response in opposition to the reduction 
in the suspension period. 

On February 6, 1976, PSCI filed a re¬ 
quest that the Commission on its own 
motion institute a Section 206(a) pro¬ 
ceeding to allow USCI to make the show¬ 
ing required under the Mobile-Sietra 
doctrine to raise the fixed rates for its 
service to the four interconnection cus¬ 
tomers named, supra , as the Commis¬ 
sion did in PSCI’s last wholesale rate 
case in Docket Nos. E-8586 and El-8587, 
by order issued March 7, 1974. 

In its petition for rehearing of the 
November 28, 1975, order, PSCI did not 
request reduction of the suspension pe¬ 
riod to two months, nor did it request 
the Commission to institute a Section 
206(a) investigation with respect to the 
interconnection customers. Such re¬ 
quests by PSCI at this time constitute 
a collateral attack on our November 28. 
1975, order and do not lie under Section 
313 of the Federal Power Act and 5 1.34 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure. 

Moreover, we exercised our independ¬ 
ent judgment and concluded that a sus¬ 
pension until March 31, 1976, based upon 
the record in this proceeding was proper 
and sufficient to protect the public in¬ 
terest and the parties to this proceeding. 
With respect to the other proceedings 
cited by PSCI at mimeo p. 3 of its Jan¬ 
uary 26. 1976. pleading, we determined 
that based upon the record of each pro¬ 
ceeding a different suspension period was 
warranted. The period of suspension is 
a matter of agency discretion. Municipal 
Light Boards v. F.P.C., 450 F.2d 1341, 
1352 (1971). 

Furthermore, we have already insti¬ 
tuted a Section 206(a) proceeding to 
allow PSCI to make the showing re¬ 
quired under the Mobile-Sierra doctrine 
to raise the fixed rates for its service to 
the four interconnection customers 
named, supra, by order issued March 7, 
1974. in Docket Nos. E-8586 and E-8587. 
That proceeding is currently pending be- 


PSCI requested that the Commission re¬ 
duce the 15 day period provided in our Reg¬ 
ulations for filing responses to the pleading 
to three days. Intervenors. Indiana Municipal 
Electric Association, et al. (IMEA Cities) and 
the Rural Electric Membership Corporations 
and Hoosier Cooperative Energy Division, In¬ 
diana Statewide Rural Electric Cooperative. 
Inc. (REMCs and Hoosier) filed responses 
opposing the reduction of the answer period 
to three days. We do not believe that PSCI 
has presented sufficient grounds to waive 
Section 1.12(c) of our Regulations in face of 
the opposition. 


fore the Administrative Law Judge for 
decision. Any relief under Section 206 
(a) would be prospective only. Therefore, 
no purpose would be served by instituting 
a separate Section 206 (a) proceeding. 

Accordingly, we will deny both PSCI’s 
request for a reduction in the suspen¬ 
sion period and for the Commission to 
institute a Section 206 (a) proceeding 
with respect to the named interconnec¬ 
tion customers. 

The Commission finds: Good cause 
exists to deny PSCI’s motions filed Janu¬ 
ary 26. 1976. and request filed Febru¬ 
ary 6. 1976. 

The Commission orders: (A) PSCI’s 
motions filed January 26, 1976, and re¬ 
quest filed February 6, 1976, are hereby 
denied. 

(B) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

r seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.7G 6880 Filed 3-10~76;8:45 amj 


l Docket No. CP75-358) 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE COMPANY, A 
DIVISION OF TENNECO INC. 

Order Granting Rehearing and Granting 
Petitions To Intervene 

February 13,1976. 

On January 6, 1976, Tennessee Gas 
Pipeline Company, a Division of Tenneco 
Inc. (TGP>. filed a petition for rehearing 
or reconsideration of the Commission’s 
order to show cause and denying exemp¬ 
tion from jurisdiction of the Commis¬ 
sion, which order was issued in the’in¬ 
stant docket on December 10, 1975. 

Our order of December 10, 1975. in 
this proceeding denied an exemption 
from Commission jurisdiction, pursuant 
to Section 1(c) of the Natural Gas Act, 
to TGP for its 98.71 mile 16-inch San 
Salvador loop line, Line 400-1, 1 2 * * which 
loop line is connected at 17 points to and 
paralleled along ite entire length by 
TGP’s 26-inch pipeline, Line 400-1. We 
also denied to TGP an exemption from 
Commission jurisdiction pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 1(c) for the transportation via Line 
400-1 of the natural gas which TGP re¬ 
ceives from the Celanese Corporation 
(Celanese) and redelivers to Celanese 
within the State of Texas. 

The December 10. 1975, order also 
found that it may be that TGP has been 
and continues to be in violation of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
Regulations thereunder for the transpor¬ 
tation service, 5 which TGP initiated on 
January 1, 1958, and involved a com¬ 
mingled stream of Celanese’s intrastate 
gas and TGP’s interstate flow until No¬ 


1 Line 400-1 was authorized by Commis¬ 
sion order dated July 3, 1946, In Docket No. 
G-660 (5 FPC 153), and was constructed in 
1946. 

2 Service obligations are pursuant to a De¬ 

cember 17. 1957, transportation agreement 

between TGP and Celanese. as amended. 


vember 27, 1974, when the exclusive use 
of interstate facilities for intrastate gas 
was initiated. Therefore, we ordered that 
TGP should show cause why it should not 
be held in violation of the Natural Gas 
Act and in particular Sections 7 <b>, <c). 
and 4 thereof and the Commission’s reg¬ 
ulations thereunder for not obtaining au¬ 
thorization from the Commission before 
abandoning jurisdictional facilities and 
for rendering a transportation service 
through jurisdictional facilities without 
certificate authorization and the sub¬ 
mission and acceptance of a related tariff 
filing. 

TGP’s petition, inter alia, argues that 
we should grant rehearing of Decem¬ 
ber 10 order in order to remand the Sec¬ 
tion 1(c) Issue to the scheduled hearing 
in this proceeding. Notwithstanding our 
December 10 order and after considering 
TGP’s request, we will grant rehearing in 
order to allow TGP to file any further 
evidence that It feels necessary with re¬ 
gard to its Section 1(c) application. This 
evidence will be considered during the 
scheduled public hearing in this proceed¬ 
ing. In addition TGP shall file evidence to 
conform to the requirements of Section 
157.18 of our Regulations with respect to 
the abandonment of the facility. Line 
400-1, and any service through that fa¬ 
cility currently under Commission certifi¬ 
cation. The Commission further notes 
that the show cause portion of our De¬ 
cember 10 order will remain in effect with 
regard to the possible violations of Sec¬ 
tions 7(b), 7(c), and 4. 

With the foregoing in mind we will 
hereinafter order TGP to file further evi¬ 
dence which comprehensively demon¬ 
strates how the facility. Line 400-1 has 
been treated by TGP in each of its rate 
filings since Line 400-1 was constructed. 
This information shall be filed according 
to docket number for each rate proceed¬ 
ing and should include a copy of any pre¬ 
pared testimony and/or exihibits sub¬ 
mitted as evidence therein which con¬ 
cerned Line 400-1 in each rate pro¬ 
ceeding. 

After due notice publication in the 
Federal Register June 27, 1975 (40 FR 
27300), late petitions to intervene were 
filed by the Public Service Commission 
of the State of New York (PSCSNY), 
Public Service Gas and Electric Company 
(Public Service). Columbia Gas Trans¬ 
mission Corporation (CGT), and Consol¬ 
idated Gas Supply Corporation (CGS). A 
late notice of intervention was filed by 
State of Louisiana. No other petition for 
leave to intervene, or notice of interven¬ 
tion has been filed. 

On January 19, 1976. PSCSNY filed its 
response to TGP’s petition for rehearing 
in which PSCSNY concurred with argu¬ 
ments in TGP's petition. Having already 
discussed the assertions and arguments 
of TGP and noting that PSCSNY con¬ 
curs with TGP, we need not comment 
further on PSCSNY’s response. 

The Commission finds: (1) Participa¬ 
tion by the late interveners and by the 
State of Louisiana will not delay the in¬ 
stant proceeding; therefore, good cause 
exists for permitting the filing of the late 
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petitions to intervene and late notice of 
intervention. 

(2) Participation by all petitioners to 
intervene may be in the public interest. 

(3) It may be in the public interest to 
grant TGP’s petition for rehearing in or¬ 
der to allow TGP to file further evidence 
with regard to its application pursuant to 
a Section 1(c) of the Natural Gas Act. 

The Commission orders: (A) The peti¬ 
tion for rehearing by TGP of the Com¬ 
mission order of December 10, 1975, in 
Docket No. CP75-358 is granted in order 
to allow TGP to file further evidence 
with regard to its application pursuant 
to Section l<c) of the Natural Gas Act. 

(B) TGP shall file evidence to conform 
to the requirements, of Section 157.18 of 
the Commission’s Regulations with re¬ 
spect to the facility. Line 400-1 and any 
service tlirough that facility currently 
subject to Commission certification. 

(C> TGP shall file evidence which 
demonstrates the rate treatment ac¬ 
corded by TGP for Line 400-1 since its 
construction. This information shall be 
filed according to docket number for each 
rate proceeding and shall include any 
prepared testimony and/or exhibits 
which concern the rate treatment ac¬ 
corded Line 400-1 in each rate 
proceeding. 

(D) The evidence to be filed in the 
hereinabove mentioned ordering para¬ 
graphs (A), (B) , and (C), as well as, any 
evidence required or permitted by the 
Commission order of December 10, 1975, 
in this proceeding shall be filed with the 
Secretary of the Commission and served 
upon the Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge, the Commission Staff, and all 
other parties on or before March 3, 1976. 
The public hearing scheduled for Feb¬ 
ruary 3, 1976, and subsequently resched¬ 
uled for March 8, 1976, is further x*e- 
scheduled to convene at 10 a.m. on 
March 22, 1976. 

(E) The petitioners to intervene are 
permitted to intervene in this proceeding 
subject to the rules and regulations of 
the Commission; Provided, however, 
That participation of such interveners 
shall be limited to matters affecting as¬ 
serted rights and interests as specifically 
set forth in the petitions to intervene; 
Provided, further. That the admission of 
such interveners shall not be construed 
as recognition by the Commission that 
they might be aggrieved because of any 
order of the Commission entered in this 
proceeding; and Provided, further. That 
the petitioners to intervene shall accept 
the record as now established in this 
proceeding. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|PR Doc.76-6877 Piled 3-10-76;8:45 ami 


(Docket No. RP72-98 (PGA 76-3) 1 

TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP. 
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff 
February 27, 1976. 

Take notice that Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corporation on February 17, 


1976, tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its FPC Gas Tariff. Fourth 
Revised Volume No. - 1, the following 
sheets: 

Eighteenth Revised Sheet No. 14. 

Eighteenth Revised Sheet No. 14A. 

Eighteenth Revised Sheet No. 14B. 

Eighteenth Revised Sheet No. 14C. 

Eighteenth Revised Sheet No. 14D. 

These sheets are being issued pursuant 
to the Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment 
provision contained in Section 23 of the 
General Terms and Conditions of Texas 
Eastern’s FPC Gas Tariff. The increase 
in rates proposed by this filing reflects a 
cost of gas adjustment due to an increase 
in purchased gas cost from one of Texas 
Eastern’s pipeline suppliers. Texas Gas 
Transmission Corporation. The proposed 
effective date of the above sheets is 
April 1, 1976. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the company’s jurisdictional customers 
and interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
tlie Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 15, 1976. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection, 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-6875 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 


(Docket No. RP73-35 (PGA76-2) ] 

TRUNKLINE GAS CO. 

Revised Tariff Sheet 

March 5. 1976. 

Take notice that on February 25. 1976. 
Trunkline Gas Company (Trunkline) 
tendered for filing Fifteenth Revised 
Sheet No. 3-A to its FPC Gas Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 1. 

Trunkline states the revised sheet 
show's only those increases in purchase 
gas costs as authorised by the Commis¬ 
sion in Opinion No. 749 to be effective 
January 1, 1976. These increases have 
been calculated on the basis of contrac¬ 
tual agreements. To the extent that these 
costs are not incurred by January 1,1976, 
by reason of a delay in the producer not 
filing by March 31, 1976, Trunkline in¬ 
dicates such costs will be shown as a re¬ 
duction in its Deferred Purchased Gas 
Cost Account. 

Trunkline proposes an effective date 
of April 1.1976. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Powder Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E.. Washington, D.C. 20426, In 


accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before March 19, 1976. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary 

|FR Doc.76-6886 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


f Docket No. CP76-256] 

COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

AND TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE 

LINE CORP. 

Application 

March 4, 1976. 

Take notice that on February 11, 1976. 
Columbia Gas Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion (Columbia), P.O. Box 1273, Charles¬ 
ton, West Virginia 25325, and Trans¬ 
continental Gas Pipe Line Company 
(Transco), P.O. Box 1396, Houston. 
Texas 77001, jointly Applicants, filed in 
Docket No. CP76-256 an application pur¬ 
suant to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity authorizing the con¬ 
tinuation of the exchange of natural gas 
at several existing interconnections and 
the exchage of natural gas by the deliv¬ 
ery of gas for the account of each other 
to any joint customer of the other when 
such deliveries would be necessary and 
provide better operating flexibility, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Applicants propose to continue ex¬ 
changes of natural gas made under 
agreements betw'een Transco and The 
Manufacturers Light and Heat Com¬ 
pany, dated July 3. 1968, and between 
Transco and Atlantic Seaboard Corpo¬ 
ration, dated May 18, 1970. Columbia is 
said to be the successor of the latter 
party in each of these agreements 
These exchange agreements are stated 
to provide for the exchange of natural 
gas at interconnections between Appli¬ 
cants (1) near Rockville, Montgomery 
County, Maryland, (2) on the Ballard 
Farm, designated as Friendship by 
Transco, Baltimore County. Maryland. 
(3) near Beaver Dam, Baltimore 
County, Maryland, (4) near Dranesville. 
Fairfax County. Virginia, (5) near 
Downingtown, Chester County, Penn¬ 
sylvania, (6) Martin’s Creek, North¬ 
ampton County, Pennsylvania, and (7) 
Tamarack, Clinton County, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Applicants further propose to ex¬ 
change gas by making deliveries for the 
account of the other to any joint custo¬ 
mer w^hen 

(1) An emergency occurring on the 
system of one of the Applicants could be 
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alleviated by delivery of volumes of nat¬ 
ural gas by the other. 

(2) An emergency on a Joint custo¬ 
mer’s system would limit the joint cus¬ 
tomer’s ability to receive natural gas 
from the other Applicant, or 

(3) When a joint customer could, by 
the diversion of natural gas, balance its 
available gas supply in order to serve its 
high priority requirements. 

No additional facilities are proposed 
by Applicants in the instant application, 
because the proposed exchanges would 
be to serve existing joint customers. 
The exchange by deliveries to joint cus¬ 
tomers would benefit the public interest 
because. Applicants allege, it would be 
possible to maintain the continuous de¬ 
liveries of natural gas to joint customers 
in the event of emergencies by rearrang¬ 
ing the deliveries of natural gas be¬ 
tween Applicants, joint customers 
would be able to equalize the level of 
curtailment throughout their service 
areas in spite of differences in the level 
of curtailment of Applicants, and joint 
customers would be able to utilize the 
total gas supply available to them to 
serve high priority requirements. 

The agreement between Applicants 
provides that gas delivered to or for the 
account of the other shall be returned 
within 60 days unless otherwise mutually 
agreed. Further, if Columbia is the re¬ 
ceiving party, it could return the gas to 
Transco by scheduling and paying for, 
but not receiving firm natural gas to 
which it is otherwise entitled from 
Transco. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with, reference to said 
application should on or before March 29, 
1976, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proced¬ 
ure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 


further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-6980 Filed 3-10-76,8:45 am J 


| FPC Project No. 5531 

CITY OF SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 
Extension of Time 

March 4, 1976. 

On February 17, 1976, North Cascades 
Conservation Council and the R.O.S.S. 
Committee (Intervenors) filed a motion 
to extend the time for filing briefs on 
exceptions to the initial decision issued 
on February 4. 1976, in Project No. 553. 

On February 26, 1976, the City of Se¬ 
attle, Washington filed a response in op¬ 
position to Intervenor’s motion. 

On February 26, 1976, Staff Counsel 
filed an answer stating no objection to 
the requested extension. 

Notice is hereby given that the time 
for filing briefs on exceptions in the 
above proceeding is extended from March 
5, 1976 to and including April 8, 1976. 
The time for filing brief opposing excep¬ 
tions is extended to and including April 
28. 1976. 

Pursuant to § 1.31(b) (2), the motion 
for extension of page limit on briefs on 
exceptions is before the Chief Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge. The petition to reopen 
the record and the request for oral ar¬ 
gument are pending further order of the 
Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6982 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am( 


[Docket No. ER76-151 ] 

DELMARVA POWER & LIGHT CO. 
Further Extension of Procedural Dates 
March 4, 1976. 

On February 27, 1976, Staff Counsel 
filed a motion to extend the procedural 
dates fixed by order issued October 31, 
1975, as most recently modified by notice 
issued January 26, 1976, in the above- 
designated proceeding. 

Staff’s motion states that he has con¬ 
tacted all the Interested parties in the 
proceeding and there is no opposition to 
the requested extension. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service o t Staff Testimony, April 8, 1976. 
Service of Intervenor Testimony, April 22, 
1976. 

Service of Company Rebuttal, May 6, 1976. 
Hearing, May 20,1976 (10:00 a.m. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6983 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 amj 


EXXON CORP. 

[Docket No. CI76-1181 
Withdrawal 

March 4, 1976. 

On February 17. 1976, Exxon Corpora¬ 
tion filed a motion to withdraw its Appli¬ 
cation for a Certificate of Public Con¬ 
venience and Necessity filed on August 25, 
1975 in the above-designated proceeding. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to § 1.11(d) of the Commission’s Rules 
and Regulations, the withdrawal of the 
above application shall become effective 
on March 18, 1976. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-6984 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 amj 


lDocket No. E-9148J 

NORTHERN STATES POWER CO. 

Order Granting Motion To Defer Action on 
Motion and Granting Petition To Intervene 

March 4, 1976. 

On February 5,1976,14 municipal cus¬ 
tomers 1 of Northern States Power Com¬ 
pany (NSP) filed a petition to Intervene 
and a motion to reject revised tariff 
sheets submitted for filing on January 8. 
1976, and to require NSP to file revised 
tariff sheets and to make refunds as 
required by Commission order issued Oc¬ 
tober 14, 1975. 

On March 2, 1976, the Municipals filed 
a motion to defer Commission action on 
the February 5. 1976 motion. The motion 
stated that an agreement reached on 
March 1, 1976, to settle the rate proceed¬ 
ings in the above-entitled docket, if ap¬ 
proved by the Commission, should make 
moot the failure of NSP to file tariff 
sheets and to make refunds as required 
by order of October 14, 1975. 

The Commission finds: (1) Good cause 
exists to allow Municipals to intervene 
in this proceeding. 

(2) Good cause exists to grant the 
Municipals’ motion filed March 2, 1976. 
in this proceeding, upon conditions as 
hereafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: (A) The 
Municipals are hereby permitted to inter¬ 
vene in this proceeding. 

(B) The Municipals’ motion filed 
March 2, 1976, is hereby granted, Pro¬ 
vided, however, That such grant is with¬ 
out prejudice to the rights of the Munici¬ 
pals to renew at a later date their Mo¬ 
tion to Reject Tendered Revised Tariff 
Sheets and to Require Revised Tariff 
Sheets and Refunds as Directed by Com¬ 
mission Order of October 14, 1975. 

(C> The revised rates filed by NSP, as 
completed on February 5, 1976, in pur¬ 
ported compliance with our prior orders 


*Clty of Anoka. City of Arlington, Village 
of Brownton, Village of Buffalo. City of 
Chaska, City of Granite Fails, Village of 
Kasota, VUlage of Kasson. City of Lake City, 
Village of North St. Paul. City of 8alnt Peter, 
City of Shakopee, City of Waseca, and City 
of Wlnthrop. 
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herein, are accepted for filing and per¬ 
mitted to become effective as of June 1, 
1975, subject to refund, subject to re¬ 
newal of the Motion filed by Municipals 
or to further action as may be appropri¬ 
ate on the Commission’s own motion. 

<D) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal ! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-6981 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

DAKOTA BANCORPORATION 

Proposed Acquisition of Ted Forthun Insur¬ 
ance Agency, and Darras Insurance 

Agency 

Dakota Bancorporation, Rapid City, 
South Dakota, has applied, pursuant to 
| 4(c) (8) of the Bank Holding Company 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) and § 225.4 
(b) (2) of the Board’s Regulation Y, for 
permission to retain the assets of Ted 
Forthun Insurance Agency, Columbus, 
North Dakota (“Forthun”), and Darras 
Insurance Agency, Columbus, North 
Dakota (“Darras”). The assets of these 
agencies were acquired without the prior 
approval of the Board of Governors. 
Notice of the application was published 
on February 5, 1976 in The Burke County 
Tribune, a newspaper circulated in 
Columbus, North Dakota. 

Applicant states that it, doing busi¬ 
ness as Columbus Insurance Agency, 
Columbus, North Dakota, has assimilated 
the assets of Forthun and Darras and 
would continue to engage in the activity 
of the sale of general insurance in Co¬ 
lumbus, North Dakota, a community 
having a population of less than 5,000. 
Such activities have been specified by the 
Board in § 225.4(a) of Regulation Y as 
permissible for bank holding companies, 
subject to Board approval of individual 
proposals in accordance with the pro¬ 
cedures of § 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in efficien¬ 
cy, that outweigh possible adverse effects, 
such as undue concentration of resources, 
decreased or unfair competition, conflicts 
of Interests, or unsound banking prac¬ 
tices.” Any request for a hearing on this 
question should be accompanied by a 
statement summarizing the evidence the 
person requesting the hearing proposes 
to submit or to elicit at the hearing and 
a statement of the reasons why this 
matter should not be resolved without a 
hearing. 

The application may be inspected 
at the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Minneapolis. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 


Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
April 5, 1976. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, March 5,1976. 

[seal] J. P. Garbarini. 

Assistant Secretary of the Board 
|FR Doc.76-6941 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 amj 


FEDERAL OPEN MARKET COMMITTEE 

Domestic Policy Directive of 
January 20, 1976 

In accordance with § 271.5 of its rules 
regarding availability of information, 
there is set forth below the Committee’s 
Domestic Policy Directive issued at its 
meeting held on January 20, 1976. 1 

The information reviewed at this meet¬ 
ing suggests that output of goods and 
services—which had increased very 
sharply in the third quarter of 1975—ex¬ 
panded more moderately in the fourth 
quarter. In December retail sales rose 
sharply, but the increase in the fourth 
quarter as a whole was less than that 
in the third quarter. After having slowed 
over the preceding 2 months, the rise in 
industrial production and in nonfann 
payroll employment accelerated in De¬ 
cember. However, the unemployment rate 
remained at 8.3 percent, as the civilian 
labor force grew about as much as total 
employment. The increase in average 
wholesale prices of industrial commodi¬ 
ties w as again relatively large, but aver¬ 
age prices of farm products and foods 
declined sharply further. The index of 
average wage rates was unchanged in 
December, following 2 months of large 
increases. 

The exchange value of the dollar 
against leading foreign currencies held 
steady in December but eased somew r hat 
in early January. Another sizable foreign 
trade surplus was registered in November. 

Mi declined in December, and growth 
in M: and M, slowed considerably. At 
commercial banks, inflows of time and 
savings deposits other than large-de- 
nomination CD’s slow r ed, despite a con¬ 
tinuing build-up of business savings ac¬ 
counts, w'hile inflow's of deposits to non¬ 
bank thrift institutions were relatively 
well maintained. In terms of quarterly 
averages, growth in M s from the third to 
the fourth quarter was modest, while 
growth in M ; and M* w'as more substan¬ 
tial. In recent weeks interest rates on 
both short- and long-term securities have 
declined appreciably. In mid-January 
Federal Reserve discount rates were re¬ 
duced from 6 to 5*,£ per cent. 

In light of the foregoing developments, 
it is the policy of the Federal Open Mar¬ 
ket Committee to foster financial con¬ 
ditions that will encourage continued 
economic recovery, while resisting infla¬ 
tionary pressures and contributing to a 


1 The Record of Policy Actions of the Com¬ 
mittee for the meeting of January 20. 1976, is 
hied as part of the original document. Copies 
are available on request to the Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System. Wash¬ 
ington, D C. 20551. 


sustainable pattern of international 
transactions. 

To implement this policy, while taking 
account of developments in domestic and 
international financial markets, the 
Committee seeks to maintain prevailing 
bank reserve and money market condi¬ 
tions over the period immediately ahead, 
provided that monetary aggregates ap¬ 
pear to be growing at about the rates 
currently expected. 

By order of the Federal Open Market 
Committee, March 8, 1976, 

Arthur L. Broida, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-6874 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am) 


LABANCO, INC. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Burwell 
Insurance Agency, Inc. 

Labanco, Inc., Burwell. Nebraska, a 
bank holding company within the mean¬ 
ing of the Bank Holding Company Act, 
has applied for the Board’s approval, 
under section 4(c) (8) of the Act and 
§ 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s Regulation 
Y, to acquire all of the voting shares of 
Burwell Insurance Agency, Inc., Burwell, 
Nebraska (“Agency”), a company that 
engages in the activities of a general in¬ 
surance agency in a community with a 
population of less than 5.000 persons. The 
operation by a bank holding company of 
a general insurance agency in a commu¬ 
nity with a population not exceeding 
5,000 persons is an activity that the Board 
has previously determined to be closely 
related to banking 02 CFR 225.4(a)(9) 
(iii) (a)). 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views on the public 
interest factors, has been duly published 
(40 FR 55393). The time for filing com¬ 
ments and views has expired, and the 
Board has considered all comments re¬ 
ceived in the light of the public interest 
factors set forth in section 4(c) (8) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)). 

Applicant, a one-bank holding com¬ 
pany. controls Bank of Burwell. Burwell, 
Nebraska (“Bank”), a commercial bank 
with deposits of $10.8 million, represent¬ 
ing approximately 0.2 per cent of the 
total deposits in commercial banks in 
the State.* Agency engages in the busi¬ 
ness of a general insurance agency in 
Burw'ell. Nebraska, a community with a 
population of less than 5,000 persons. In¬ 
asmuch as Agency is presently controlled 
by the same shareholders who control 
Applicant, this proposal essentially rep¬ 
resents a restructuring of the existing 
relationship. Accordingly, it does not ap¬ 
pear that consummation of this propo¬ 
sal w T ould have any adverse effect on 
competition in any relevant area. 

It is anticipated that consummation 
of this proposal will assure the residents 
of Burwell of a continued alternative 
source of insurance services. There is no 


1 Banking data are as of June 30, 1975. 
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evidence in the record to indicate that 
consummation of the proposal would re¬ 
sult in any undue concentration of re¬ 
sources, unfair competition, conflicts of 
interests, unsound banking practices, or 
other adverse effects upon the public in¬ 
terest 

Based upon the foregoing and other 
considerations reflected in the record, the 
Board has determined that the balance 
of the public interest factors the Board 
is required to consider under section 
4(c)(8) is favorable. Accordingly, the 
application is hereby approved. This de¬ 
termination is subject to the conditions 
set forth in section 225.4(0 of Regula¬ 
tion Y and to the Board’s authority to 
require such modification or termination 
of the activities of a holding company 
or any of its subsidiaries as the Board 
finds necessary to assure compliance with 
the provisions and purposes of the Act 
and the Board’s regulations and orders 
issued thereunder, or to prevent evasion 
thereof. 

The transaction shall be made not later 
than three months after the effective 
date of this Order, unless such period 
is extended for good cause by the Board 
or by the Federal Reserve Bank of Kan¬ 
sas City, pursuant to authority hereby 
delegated. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective March 3, 1976. 

[seal! J. P. Garbarini, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc.76-6942 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


ROXTON BANCSHARES, INC. 

Order Approving Formation of Bank 
Holding Company 

Roxton Bancshares, Inc., Roxton, 
Texas (“Applicant”), has applied for the 
Board’s approval under § 3(a) (1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
§ 1842(a)(1)) of formation of a bank 
holding company through acquisition of 
100 percent (less directors’ qualifying 
shares) of the voting shares of The 
First National Bank of Roxton, Roxton, 
Texas (“Bank”). 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with § 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and none has been 
timely received. The Board has consid¬ 
ered the application in light of the fac¬ 
tors set forth in § 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. § 1842(c)). 

Applicant, a nonoperating corporation 
with no subsidiaries, was formed for the 
purpose of becoming a bank holding com¬ 
pany through the acquisition of shares 
of Bank. Upon acquisition of those shares 
Applicant would control the 1126th 
largest banking organization in Texas 
with total deposits of approximately $1.7 


s Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Gardner, and Governors Holland, Wallich, 
Coldwell, Jackson, and Par tee. Absent and 
not voting: Chairman Burns. 


million, representing 0.004 per cent of 
total deposits held by commercial banks 
in the State of Texas. 1 Bank is the small¬ 
est of five banks in Lamar County, which 
county approximates the relevant mar¬ 
ket. It holds slightly less than 2 per cent 
of the deposits held by commercial banks 
in that market. Since the purpose of the 
proposed transaction is to facilitate* the 
transfer of the ownership of shares of 
Bank from individuals to a corporation 
owned by the same individuals, consum¬ 
mation of the proposal would have no 
adverse effect on existing or potential 
competition or the concentration of 
banking resources in any relevant area. 
Accordingly, the Board concludes that 
competitive considerations are consist¬ 
ent wdtli approval of the application. 

The financial and managerial re¬ 
sources and future prospects of Appli¬ 
cant are dependent upon those of Bank, 
which are considered to be generally 
satisfactory in view of Applicant’s com¬ 
mitment that it will not declare divi¬ 
dends on its common stock unless the 
debt it will incur to purchase shares of 
Bank is amortized as projected in the 
instant application and unless certain 
capital ratios set forth in the instant 
application are maintained. Applicant 
proposes to service the debt it will incur 
as a result of the proposed transaction 
through dividends of Bank over a 12- 
year period. Based on Bank’s past earn¬ 
ings, it appears that Applicant will be 
able to meet its annual debt-servicing 
requirements and maintain Bank’s 
strong capital position. Thus, considera¬ 
tions relating to banking factors are con¬ 
sistent with approval of the application. 
It does not appear that the convenience 
and needs of the community to be served 
are not being met currently. Although 
there will be no immediate change or 
increase in the services offered by Bank 
upon consummation of the proposal, con¬ 
sideration relating to the convenience 
and needs of the community to be served 
are consistent with approval of the ap¬ 
plication. It is the Board’s judgment that 
consummation of the proposed transac¬ 
tion would be in the public interest and 
that the application should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons set 
forth above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calendar 
day follow’ing the effective date of this 
Order or -b) later than three months 
after the effective date of this Order, 
unless such period is extended for good 
cause by the Board or by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Dallas pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective March 5.1976. 

fsEALl J. P. Garbarini, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc.76-6943 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


1 All banking data are as of June 30, 1975. 
•Voting for this action: Chairman Bums 
and Governors Gardner, Holland, Wallich, 
Jackson, Partee. Absent and not voting: Gov¬ 
ernor Coldwell. 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

|FPMR TEMP. REG. G-26] 

ALL FEDERAL AGENCIES AND 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Report of Exempted Motor Vehicles 

1. Purpose. Tliis regulation requires 
Federal agencies to submit a report of 
the total number of exempted motor 
vehicles. 

2. Effective date. This regulation is 
effective March 11, 1976. 

3. Expiration date . This regulation ex¬ 
pires September 30. 1976. 

4. Applicability. The provisions of this 
regulation apply to all Federal agen¬ 
cies, including the Department of De¬ 
fense <DOD), operating commercial de¬ 
sign Government-owmed and -rented 
motor vehicles. Military design motor 
vehicles are exempted. 

5. Background, a. Federal Property 
Management Regulations (FPMR> 101- 
38.1 require Federal agencies to report 
certain motor vehicle data to the Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration (GSA). 

b. FPMR 101-38.6 grants exemption 
from the use of official U.S. Government 
tags and other identification for motor 
vehicles of specific organizations and/or 
for special use as prescribed in FPMR 
101-38.602 through 101-38.605. Periodic 
reports to GSA for such motor vehicles 
are not required: however. GSA may re¬ 
quest the head of each agency to submit 
a report showing the total number of ex¬ 
empted motor vehicles, as stated in 
FPMR 101-38.607. 

6. Action required. Each agency hold¬ 
ing or renting vehicles, commercially 
or from an interagency motor pool, shall 
submit a report indicating the total 
number of exempted motor vehicles as of 
December 31, 1975. This report shall in¬ 
dicate the make, model, and year of 
manufacture, location by State, and 
organization to which assigned; and is 
to be forwarded in triplicate to the Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration (FZM>, 
Washington, DC 20406, no later than 
June 1, 1976. Negative reports are re¬ 
quired. 

7. Reports. The report required by this 
regulation has been approved in accord¬ 
ance w ith FPMR 101-11.11 and has been 
assigned interagency reports control 
number 1537-GSA-AR. 

8. Assistajice. Additional information 
concerning this report may be obtained 
from the General Services Administra¬ 
tion (FZM), telephone (703)557-8565 or 
IDS 16-78565. 

T. M. Chambers, 

Acting Administrator 
of General Services. 

February 26, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-6952 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 
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NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice 76-21J 

AD HOC SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE SPACE 

SCIENCE STEERING COMMITTEE FOR 

REVIEW OF PROPOSALS FOR A PAY- 

LOAD FOR THE LUNAR POLAR ORBITER 

Meeting 

The NASA Ad Hoc Advisory Subcom¬ 
mittee of the Space Science Steering 
Committee for Review of Proposals for 
a Payload for the Lunar Polar Orbiter 
originally scheduled to meet on October 
15. 16. and 17 of 1975, has been re¬ 
scheduled to meet at the Goddard Space 
Flight Center in Greenbelt, Maryland, in 
Building 26, on April 7 and 8, 1976, in 
Rooms 200 and 205, from 9:00 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m.. and on April 9 in Room 200, 
from 9:00 until 4:00. 

The Subcommittee will discuss, evalu¬ 
ate, and categorize proposals for partici¬ 
pation in the Mission Definition and 
Flight Program for the Lunar Polar 
Orbiter Mission. In the Subcommittee 
sessions, the professional qualifications 
of the proposers and their potential 
scientific contributions to the Lunar 
Polar Orbiter Mission and its Definition, 
as well as the merits of their proposed re¬ 
search, will be candidly discussed and 
appraised. Discussion of these matters in 
a public session would invade the privacy 
of proposers and the other individuals 
involved. Since the Subcommittee ses¬ 
sions will be concerned throughout with 
matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (6), it is 
hereby determined that the session 
should be closed to the public. 

For further information, please con¬ 
tact Dr. Franklin D. Martin at (202) 755- 
3689. 

William W. Snavely, 
Assistant Administrator for 
DOD and Interagency Affairs. 

March 4. 1976. 

|FR Doc.76-6904 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


NATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS 
SYSTEM 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS: CODING AND 
MODULATION REQUIREMENTS FOR 
NONDIVERSITY 2400 BIT/SECOND 
MODEMS 

Proposed Federal Standard 1005 

The Administrator of the General 
Services Administration fGSA), is re¬ 
sponsible. under the provisions of the 
Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949, as amended, for 
the Federal Standardization Program. 
On August 14. 1972, the National Com¬ 
munications System (NCS>' was desig¬ 
nated by the Administrator. GSA, as the 
responsible agent for the development of 
Federal Standards for NCS interoper¬ 
ability and the computer-communication 
interface. This proposed Federal Stand- 


1 DoD Directive 5100.41. “Arrangements for 
Discharge of Executive Agent Responsibili¬ 
ties for the NCS," — filed as part of original 
document. 


ard is one of a series of Federal Stand¬ 
ards on telecommunications presently 
under development. 

Prior to submission of the final en¬ 
dorsement of the proposed Federal 
Standard to the Office of Telecommuni¬ 
cations Policy (OTP). Executive Office of 
the President, and GSA, it is essential 
that proper consideration be given to the 
needs and views of industry, the public, 
and State and local governments. The 
purpose of this Notice is to solicit such 
views. A previous draft of proposed Fed¬ 
eral Standard 1005 was published in a 
Federal Register Notice on Decem¬ 
ber 18. 1975. Changes between that No¬ 
tice and the present version reflect com¬ 
ments received. 

Interested parties may submit their 
comments to the Office of Technology 
and Standards, National Communica¬ 
tions System. Washington, D.C. 20305. 
All comments should be submitted by 
April 15. 1976. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives OASD ( Comptroller >. 

March 8, 1976. 

Proposed Federal Standard 1005 

Note. —This Proposed Federal Standard 
has not yet been approved and is subject 
to modification. DO NOT USE PRIOR TO 
APPROVAL. 

February 26. 1976. 

1. General information. 

1.1 Scope . This standard establishes the 
coding and modulation requirements for 
2400 bit/second modems owned or leased by 
the Federal Government for use over analog 
transmission channels other than those de¬ 
rived from high-frequency radio facilities. 

1.2 Purpose. The purpose of this standard 
is to facilitate interoperability between tele¬ 
communication facilities and systems of the 
Federal Government. 

1.3 Application. This standard shall be 
used by all Federal agencies in the design 
and procurement of non-diversity 2400 bit/ 
second modems for use with nominal 4 KHz 
channels derived from either switched net¬ 
works or dedicated lines. Typically, such 
channels are derived from frequency division 
multiplex equipment associated with micro- 
wave. cable, and satellite transmission 
systems. 

2. Requirements. 

2.1 2400 Blt/second Operation. 

2.1.1 The transmit carrier frequency shall 
be 1800±1 Hz. 

2.1.2 The data stream to be modulated 
is divided into pairs of consecutive bits 
(dibits). Each dibit is encoded as a phase 
change of the 1800 Hz carrier relative to 
the phase of the carrier during transmission 
of the immediately preceding dibit as indi¬ 
cated below. 


DIBIT 

PHASE CHANGE 

00 

+ 45° 

01 

+ 135* 

11 

+225° 

10 

+ 315° 


The phase change is the actual phase shift 
in the transition region from the end of one 
signaling element to the beginning of the 
following signaling element as illustrated 
below. 


+ 45' 413S* 4225* +315* 

At the demodulator, the dibits are decoded 
and the bits are reassembled in the correct 
order. The left-hand digit of the dibit is 
the one occurring first in the data stream 
as it enters the modulator portion of the 
modem. 

2.1.3 Synchronization. 

2.1.3.1 During the interval between Request 
to Send (RS) indication from an associated 
Data Terminal Equipment (DTE) and the 
modem responding with a Clear to Send 
(CS) indication, synchronization signals will 
be generated by the transmitting modem(s). 
Unless a scrambler is utilized, continuous 
225 s phase changes (dibit 11) shall be trans¬ 
mitted for the duration of the synchroniza¬ 
tion period. 

2.1.3.2 Modems capable of 2-wire, half¬ 
duplex operation shall have the ability to 
delay Clear to Send (CS) indication for a 
period of at least 185 ms following the receipt 
of Request to Send (RS) indication. During 
2-wire, half-duplex operation using the above 
delay, modems shall also withhold Receiver 
Ready (RR) indication after the end of each 
modem transmission for a period, not to 
exceed 175 ms, to protect against the effect 
of line echoes. 

2.1.4 The data signaling rate shall be 2400 
bit/second ±0.01 percent. 

2.2 1200 Bit/Second Operation (Optional) 

2.2.1 1200 bit/second data rate operation 
will be achieved, when available, by encoding 
binary 0 and 1 bits as +90 9 and +270 9 
phase changes, respectively. 

2.2.2 The data signaling rate shall be 1200 
bit/second ±0.01 percent. 

2.2.3 All other characteristics shall be as 
specified for 2400 bit/second operation. 

2.3 Secondary Channel ( Optional ) 

2.3.1 Secondary channel modulation rate 
shall not exceed 75 baud. 

2.3.2 Characteristic frequencies of the bi¬ 
nary 1 (mark) and binary 0 (space) shall 
be 390 ±1 Hz and 450 ±1 Hz, respectively. 

2.3.3. When simultaneous transmission of 
the primary channel and secondary channel 
occur in the same direction, the secondary 
channel shall be 6±0.6dB lower in power 
level than the primary channel. 

2.4 Scrambler (Optional). 

2.4.1 When utilized, digital input signals 
will be encoded in the modem prior to modu¬ 
lation of the 1800 Hz carrier. Similarly, de. 
modulated signals will be decoded by an 
Inverse process at the distant modem. 

2.4.2 The encoder and decoder shall be 
capable of being bypassed by switch selection 

2.5 General characteristics. 

2.5.1 The input and output impedance of 
the modem to the analog line shall be 600 ±60 
ohms balanced. 

2.5.2 The output level of the modulator 
shall be adjustable from — 15dBm to OdBtn 
in no greater than IdB steps. Output level 
shall not be adjustable by operating 
personnel. 

2.5.3 The demodulator shall have an input 
sensitivity adjustable to — 42 ± 3 dBm and 
—32±3dBm. When the above-stated input 
sensitivities are used, the input level dynamic 
range shall be at least 30dB above the input 
sensitivity. 

2.5.4 A fixed compromise equalizer shall 
either be incorporated into the receiver or 
be switchable between the receiver and trans¬ 
mitter. The characteristics of this equalizer 
are dependent upon system application. 

3. Changes. When a Federal agency con¬ 
siders that this standard does not provide for 
its essential needs, a statement citing inade¬ 
quacies shall be sent in duplicate to the Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration, Federal Supply 
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Service, Washington. D.C. 20406. in accord¬ 
ance with provisions of Fed eral Property 
Management Regulations 41 CFR 101-29.3. 
The General Services Administration will 
determine the appropriate action to be taken 
and will notify the agency. 

Preparing activity. National Communica¬ 
tions System, Office of Technology and Stand¬ 
ards. Washington. D.C. 20305. 

|FR Doc.76-6979 Filed 3-10-76:8:46 am] 

NATIONAL SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 

SUBPANEL ON MINORITY INSTITUTIONS 
SCIENCE IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(MISIP) 

Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act, Pub. L. 92-463, the 
National Science Foundation announces 
the following meeting: 

Name: Subpanel on Minority Institu¬ 
tions Science Improvement Program 
(MISIP), Advisory Panel for Science 
Education Projects. 

Dates and times: March 31, 1976—8 p.m. 
to 9 p.m. April 1 and 2—9 a.m. to 5 
p.m. each day April 3—9 a.m. to 12 
noon. 

Place: Holiday Inn, 5220 Wisconsin Ave¬ 
nue, Chevy Chase, Md. 

Type of meeting: Closed. 

Contact person: Dr. Shirley M. McBay, 
Program Manager, MISIP, Rm. W-450, 
National Science Foundation. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20550,tel: (202) 282-7760. 
Purpose of Subpanel: To provide advice 
and recommendations concerning sup¬ 
port in the MISIP Program. 

Agenda: To review and evaluate specific 
education proposals as part of the 
selection process for awards. 

Reason for closing. The proposals being 
reviewed include information of a 
proprietary or confidential nature, in¬ 
cluding technical information; finan¬ 
cial data, such as salaries; and per¬ 
sonal information concerning individ¬ 
uals associated with the proposals. 
These matters are within exemptions 
(4), (5), and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b), 
Freedom of Information Act. 

Authority to close meeting: The deter¬ 
mination made by the Committee 
Management Officer pursuant to pro¬ 
visions of Section 10(d) of Public Law 
92-463. 

M. Rebecca Winkler, 

Acting Committee 
Management Officer. 

March 8.1976. 

(FR Doc.76-6872 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY BOARD 

[N-AR 76-11] 

ACCIDENT REPORTS; STATISTICAL RE¬ 
PORT; SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS 
AND RESPONSE 

Availability and Receipt 

Highway Accident Report and Recom¬ 
mendation. Both the driver’s failure to 
select the proper gear for a steep descent, 
and maladjusted brakes, caused the run¬ 
away crash of a schoolbus off a moun¬ 
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tain highway at Ashland, Oregon, last 
May 9, the National Transportation 
Safety Board found in report No. NTSB- 
HAR-76-1. released March 1. As a result 
of its investigation, the Board recom¬ 
mended that the State of California in¬ 
sure the implementation of all the pro¬ 
visions of Federal Highway Safety Pro¬ 
gram Standard No. 17, “Pupil Transpor¬ 
tation Safety/* especially the provisions 
relating to the systematic preventative 
maintenance and the semiannual inspec¬ 
tion of schoolbuses. The Class II (priority 
followup) recommendation. No. H-76-1, 
was issued by letter to the Governor of 
California, also on March 1. 

Marine Casualty Report and Recom¬ 
mendations. Collision of the 17,900-ton 
freighter SS C. V. Sea Witch and the 
25,900-ton tankship SS Esso Brussels in 
New York Harbor, June 2, 1973, is the 
subject of report No. USCG/NTSB- 
MAR-75-6 released March 2, 1976. The 
Board split 3 to 2 in reporting that the 
probable cause of the collision was a 
mechanical failure in the steering system 
of the Sea Witch and the lack of ade¬ 
quate and timely action by the crew to 
control their ship after the failure oc¬ 
curred. Cause of the loss of steering was 
the deficient design of the system which 
did not provide “two separate and inde¬ 
pendent steeling control systems* ’ as re¬ 
quired by 46 CFR 58.25. The majority of 
the Board further found that the cause 
of the fire, pollution, and deaths after 
the collision was that the typically de¬ 
signed bow of the Sea Witch penetrated 
the hull of the Esso Brussels instead of 
absorbing the crash energy. 

The Safety Board minority held that 
the freighter’s bow design “had abso¬ 
lutely no bearing on the cause of this ac¬ 
cident/* They concurred in Coast Guard 
findings of loss of steering aboard the 
Sea Witch due to failure of the control 
shaft universal coupling connection to 
the differential mechanism of the steer¬ 
ing gear. The minority also held that the 
loss of steering ‘‘could have been averted 
if the Coast Guard had not approved a 
steering system** which did not meet 
Federal regulations for “two separate 
and independent steering control sys¬ 
tems/' 

By separate letter of March 2 to the 
Commandant, the Board recommended 
that the Coast Guard (1) revise its in¬ 
terpretation of Federal regulations to 
prevent the use of a single control path 
as found aboard the Sea Witch ; (2) re¬ 
quire manning of emergency steering 
stations on all ocean-going vessels in 
such restricted waters as New York Har¬ 
bor; (3) require reports to the Coast 
Guard of all steering failures on U.S. 
ocean-going vessels and on such foreign - 
flag ships in U.S. waters; (4) require that 
all future U.S. vessels have emergency 
power for steering gear; (5) require writ¬ 
ten emergency procedures and alarms for 
steering loss on all U.S. ocean-going ves¬ 
sels; (6) require any large vessel losing 
steering in New York Harbor to stop or 
slow immediately and to anchor as soon 
as it is safe to do so; (7) initiate research 
to develop a technical guide for the de¬ 
sign of nonpenetrating ships’ bows, using 
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risk, analysis to determine scope of pro¬ 
tection, but protecting typical modem 
tankers in six-knot collisions; and (8) 
require automatic recording devices on 
the bridges of ocean-going tankers and 
containerships to preserve for investiga¬ 
tors vital navigational Information. The 
Board also urged the Coast Guard to ex¬ 
pedite its implementation of previous 
Board recommendations for (1) emer¬ 
gency contingency plans for response to 
catastrophic accidents involving hazard¬ 
ous materials on waterways where such 
materials are moved in large volume, and 
(2) required battery-powered lights on 
all life preservers. These recommenda¬ 
tions. Nos. M-76-1 through 10, are also 
reproduced in the casualty report. 

Railroad Accident Report and Recom¬ 
mendations. Board investigation of a 
fatal explosion of a railroad tank car 
shipment of monomethylamine nitrate 
solution has resulted in report No. 
NTSB-RAR-7 6-1, released March 3, 
1976. The accident occurred August 6, 
1974, at the Burlington Northern’s Apple 
Yard in Wenatchee, Washington, killing 
2 persons, injuring 113, and destroying 
equipment and buildings. The Board was 
unable to determine the probable cause 
of the accident. A partial list of the pos¬ 
sibilities that could not be ruled out com¬ 
pletely includes a reaction of dried crys¬ 
tals, a reaction of spilled or leaking 
crystals in the Insulation space, a re¬ 
action in one of the tank components, 
cavitation and recompression of the so- 
equlpment to be attached to the Monitor 
lution, compression of an air bubble 
entrained in the solution, a reaction of 
solution or crystals sensitized by con¬ 
tamination, or the ignition of escaped 
product by friction. The Safety Board 
concluded that the classification of 
monomethylamine nitrate as a “flam¬ 
mable solid” permitted shipment of the 
chemical without proper safeguards 
against predictable hazardous conditions. 

Concurrently with its report, the Board 
issued four corrective safety recommen¬ 
dations, Nos. 1-76-1 through 4, calling 
for the Department of Transportation to 
(1) require applicants submitting pro¬ 
posals for transportation of detonable 
materials to make an examination of the 
transportation conditions for detonation 
risks and describe what they found; (2) 
publish guidelines describing methods 
available for conducting safety analyses 
that would facilitate the discovery of 
detonation risks and standards to be met 
in preparing the proposal; (3) amend 49 
CFR Part 173 to establish appropriate 
explosives classification definitions and 
test procedures that address every known 
way in which detonable materials could 
explode accidentally in transportation: 
and (4) establish regulations for quality 
specifications and quality control pro¬ 
cedures in the manufacture, packaging, 
and loading of detonable hazardous ma¬ 
terials. Previously, on April 24, 1975, the 
Safety Board recommended that FRA 
identify all liquids now transported in 
tank cars which are capable of detona¬ 
tion: determine whether detonation or 
other dangerous chemical reactions can 
be initiated by conditions and circurn- 
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stances encountered by those liquids in 
railroad transportation and issue regu¬ 
lations to control the risks identified. 
This recommendation, No. R-75-16, Is 
still undergoing review by the FRA. (See 
40 FR 19045, May 1, 1975.) 

Aviation Statistical Report. The Safety 
Board’s '‘Annual Review of Aircraft Ac¬ 
cident Data, U.S. Air Carrier Operations, 
1974” was released to the public March 1, 
1976. The statistical review, report No. 
NTSB-ARC-76-1, analyzes data both by 
class of carrier and type of service. Tabu¬ 
lar data includes individual carrier sta¬ 
tistics. The 100-page volume also in¬ 
cludes "briefs”—computerized synopses 
of causes, factors and basic accident 
facts—on the 47 accidents recorded by 
the airlines in 1974. 

Aviation, Pipeline Safety Recommen¬ 
dation Letters. Probable cause of the 
crash of a Bellanca Model 17-30 at New¬ 
ton, New Jersey, March 2, 1975, was 
related to inadequate inspection of the 
aircraft, the Safety Board indicated in 
a recommendation letter to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, issued March 3. 
1976. Since the investigation also dis¬ 
closed a potential wing maintenance 
problem, the Board recommends that 
FAA issue an Airworthiness Directive re¬ 
quiring mandatory compliance with Bel¬ 
lanca Aircraft Corporation’s Service Let¬ 
ter No. 87, applicable to all Bellanca air¬ 
planes having wings similar to those on 
Bellanca Model 17-30. The Class II rec¬ 
ommendation, No. A-76-4, asks priority 
followup. 

Two separate recommendation letters, 
issued by the Safety Board February 29, 
1976, concern the rupture of a 6-inch 
gas-gathering pipeline in a rural area 
south of Meridian. Mississippi, May 21, 
1974. The Board found on investigation 
that the pipe, although less than 4 years 
old, had corroded internally and had been 
embrittled by hydrogen; also, the pipe¬ 
line had not been scraped internally 
often enough, permitting liquids to ac¬ 
cumulate in the bottom of the pipe. The 
pipe ruptured at 300 psig—w'ell below its 
specified minimum yield strength—at a 
weak point thinned by internal corrosion 
and further weakened by hydrogen em¬ 
brittlement. One Board letter recom¬ 
mends that the U.S. Department of 
Transportation promulgate regulations 
under the Hazardous Materials Trans¬ 
portation Act for natural gas-gathering 
pipelines in rural areas, similar to the 
regulations promulgated for natural gas 
transmission and distribution pipelines 
in 49 CFR Part 192. (Recommendation 
P_ 75 _ 5 ; Class II.) In another letter, the 
Board recommends that the Texas Oil 
and Gas Corporation, owner of the pipe¬ 
line (l)(a) establish a periodic scraper 
program and install appropriate hydro¬ 
gen probes, test coupons, resistance 
probes, or other testing equipment at 
strategic locations to identify and locate 
internal corrosion problems, (b) exam¬ 
ine the test equipment and analyze the 
scraper residues carefully at regular time 
intervals to monitor the internal condi¬ 


tion of the lines, and (c> take necessary 
action to repair deficiencies found in the 
pipes and to improve operational proce¬ 
dures for the prevention of corrosion and 
hydrogen embrittlement; (2) determine 
the correct frequency, types, and amounts 
of inhibitor and the proper injection 
points so that further internal corrosion 
can be deterred; (3) instruct its em¬ 
ployees on the importance of proper 
operation and maintenance of scrubbers 
and separators to prevent w f ater from en¬ 
tering the pipelines; and (4) install pipe 
used in the construction or repair of its 
gathering lines with the longitudinal 
seam on the top half of the pipe. The first 
three recommendations, Nos. P-76-6 
through 8, are for urgent followup; P- 
76-9 is for longer term followup. 

Coast Guard Letter in Response to 
Board Recommendations. Letter of Feb¬ 
ruary 25, 1976, refers to recommenda¬ 
tions M-74-37 through 42. issued No¬ 
vember 21, 1974, in marine casualty 
report No. USCG/NTSB-MAR-74-8 on 
the explosion and sinking of the SS V. A. 
Fogg in the Gulf of Mexico, February 1. 
1972. In order to adjudge necessary ac¬ 
tion to implement these six recommenda¬ 
tions, the Coast Guard states that it 
must acquire data and information not 
now available. Toward this end, a task 
group has been assigned to establish a 
data base relating to such tank vessel 
operations as tank cleaning, gas freeing, 
and venting. The Coast Guard promises 
further response regarding the task 
group action prior to September 1. Con¬ 
cerning recommendations M-74-41 and 
42. which ask for establishment of basic 
tank cleaning guidelines. Coast Guard 
indicates that it is developing these 
guidelines in the form of procedural 
regulations, using the results of the 
Tanker Accident Study Committee. In¬ 
cluded in the regulations will be a re¬ 
quirement for holding shipboard safety 
meetings to provide tank cleaning par¬ 
ticipants with the correct and safe 
method of operations. 

The accident reports, statistical report, and 
safety recommendation letters are available 
to the general public; single copies may be 
obtained without charge. Copies of the let¬ 
ter responding to recommendations may be 
obtained at a cost of $4.00 for service and 
10^ per page for reproduction. All requests 
must be in writing, identified by report or 
recommendation number and date of pub¬ 
lication of this Federal Register notice. Ad¬ 
dress inquires to: Publications Unit, National 
Transportation Safety Board, Washington, 
D C. 20594. 

Multiple copies of the reports may be pur¬ 
chased by mail from the National Techni¬ 
cal Information Service, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Springfield, Virginia 22151. 

(Secs. 304(a)(2), 307, Independent Safety 
Board Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-633. 88 Stat. 
2169, 2172 (94 UJ8.C. 1903. 1906)) 

Margaret L. Fisher, 
Federal Register 
Liaison Officer, 

March 8,1976. 

(FR Doc.76-7004 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am) 


NOTICES OF SYSTEMS OF RECORDS— 
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 

Amended Routine Uses 

On January 12, 1976, a Proposed 
Amended of Notice of Systems of Rec¬ 
ords, implementing the Privacy Act of 
1974 (Pub. L. 93-579), was published in 
the Federal Register at 41 FR 1820. The 
proposal was to add to all National 
Transportation Safety Board (NTSB) 
notices of systems of records a provision 
with respect to routine uses which would 
permit disclosure to a congressional office 
of an individual’s record in response to 
an inquiry from such office at the indi¬ 
vidual’s request. The NTSB systems of 
records were originally proposed at 40 FR 
33813 and 33814 on August 11, 1975; at 

40 FR 41197 on September 5, 1975; and 
at 40 FR 44301 on September 25, 1975. 
Comments were invited on all proposals, 
but no comments were received. 

Accordingly, the routine uses of 
NTSB systems of records, as amended at 

41 FR 1820, are hereby adopted. 

Fritz L. Puls, 
General Counsel. 

March 8,1976. 

(FR Doc.76-7007 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

| Docket Nos. 50-237. 50-249, 50-254 and 
50-2651 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO. AND IOWA- 
ILLINOIS GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 

Issuance of Amendments to Facility 
Operating Licenses 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment 
Nos. 15, 13. 23 and 22 to FaciUty Operat¬ 
ing License Nos. DPR-19, DPR-25, DPR- 
29 and DPR-30 (respectively), issued to 
the Commonwealth Edison Company 
(and in the matter of License Nos. DPR- 
29 and DPR-30, the Iowa-Illinois Gas 
and Electric Company), which revised 
Technical Specifications for operation of 
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 
and 2 (located in Grundy County. Illi¬ 
nois) and Units 1 and 2 of the Quad 
Cities Nuclear Power Station (located in 
Rock Island County. Illinois). These 
amendments are effective as of their date 
of issuance. 

The amendments limit reactor opera¬ 
tion for each of the facilities to 24 hours 
with one recirculation loop out of service. 

The application for the amendments 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings as 
required by the Act and the Commission s 
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter 
I, which are set forth in the license 
amendments. Prior public notice of these 
amendments is not required since the 
amendments do not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 
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The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of these amendments will 
not result in any significant environ¬ 
mental impact and that pursuant to 10 
CFR 5 51.5(d) *4) an environmental 
statement, negative declaration or en¬ 
vironmental impact appraisal need not 
be prepared in connection with issuance 
of the amendments. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for amend¬ 
ments dated October 29. 1975. (2) 

Amendment Nos. 15 and 13 to License 
Nos. DPRr-19 and DPR-25, and Amend¬ 
ment Nos. 23 and 22 to License Nos. DPR- 
29 and DPR-30 and (3) the Commis¬ 
sion's concurrently issued related Safety 
Evaluati 9 n. All of these items are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street N.W., Washington, D.C. and for 
those items relating to Dresden Units 2 
and 3 at the Morris Public Library, 604 
Liberty Street, Morris, Illinois 60450. and 
for those items relating to Quad Cities 
Units 1 and 2 at the Moline Public Li¬ 
brary, 504—17th Street. Moline, Illinois 
60625. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
US. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20555. Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 26th 
day of February, 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis L. Ziemann. 

Chief , Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 2. Division of 
Operating Reactors. 

| PR Doc.76 6648 FUed 3-10-76;8:45 amj 


| Docket Nos. 50-3. 50-247. 50-2861 

INDIAN POINT NUCLEAR GENERATING 
UNITS 1, 2, AND 3 

Petition for Order To Show Cause 

Notice is hereby given that by Petition 
dated February 6, 1976, the Public In¬ 
terest Research Group filed a request for 
an Order to Show* Cause why License 
Nos. DPR-5, DPR-26 and DPR-64 for 
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Units 
1. 2, and 3 should not be suspended and 
why civil penalties should not be imposed. 
The requested order would be issued to 
Consolidated Edison Company and the 
Power Authority of the State of New’ 
York. In accordance with the procedures 
specified in 10 CFR 2.206. appropriate 
action will be taken on this request 
within a reasonable time. 

A copy of the request is available for 
Inspection in the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the 
Hendrick Hudson Free Library, 31 Al¬ 
bany Post Road, Montrose, New York. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland the 3rd 
day of March 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis 
sion. 

Ben C. Rusche, 

, . Director , Office of 

Nuclear Reactor Regulation , 

| FR Doc.76-6649 Filed 3-10-76; 8:45 am J 


(Docket No. 50-219] 

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Issuance of Amendment to Provisional 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
15 to Provisional Operating License No. 
DPR-16 issued to Jersey Central Power 
& Light Company which revised Techni¬ 
cal Specifications for operation of the 
Oj’ster Creek Nuclear Generating Sta¬ 
tion, located in Ocean County, New Jer¬ 
sey. The amendment is effective as of its 
date of issuance. 

In accordance with the licensee’s appli¬ 
cations for amendment dated December 
23, 1975 (as supplemented) and January 
27, 1976, the amendment would (1) re¬ 
vise the provisions in the Technical Spec¬ 
ifications relating to operating limits 
(maximum average planar linear heat 
generation rate) and operability require¬ 
ments of the automatic depressurization 
system based on a reevaluation of the 
Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Station 
ECCS performance, and (2) add limiting 
conditions for operation and surveillance 
requirements for the time delay relays 
which control the loading of the diesel 
generators under postulated loss-of- 
coolant accident conditions. 

The applications for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Notice of Proposed 
Issuance of Amendment to Provisional 
Operating License in connection with this 
action was published in the Federal 
Register on January 16. 1976 (41 FR 
2448 *. No request for a hearing or peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene w T as filed fol¬ 
lowing notice of the proposed action. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment w’ill not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
5 51.5(d)(4) an environmental state¬ 
ment, negative declaration or environ¬ 
mental impact appraisal need not be pre¬ 
pared in connection with issuance of this 
amendment 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the applications for 
amendment dated December 23, 1975, 
<and supplement dated February 5, 
1976), and January 27. 1976, (2) Amend¬ 
ment No. 15 to License No. DPR-16, (3) 
the Commission’s related Safety Evalua¬ 
tion. and (4) the Commission’s Safety 
Evaluation dated January 21, 1976 which 
evaluated the ECCS modification and was 
issued in support of Amendment No. 12 
to the license. All of these items are 


available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room. 
1717 H Street, N.W.. Washington, D.C. 
and at the Ocean County Library, 15 
Hooper Avenue, Toms River, New r Jersey. 

A copy of items (2), (3) and <4) may 
be obtained upon request addressed to 
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
24th day of February, 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


George Lear, 

Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 3. Division of 
Operating Reactors. 


[FR Doc .76-6650 Filed 3-10-76.8:45 om| 


(Docket No. 50-245] 

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY CO. 

Issuance of Amendment to Provisional 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
22 to Provisional Operating License No. 
DPR-21 to the Northeast Nuclear Energy 
Company, The Hartford Electric Light 
Company, Western Massachusetts Elec¬ 
tric Company, and Connecticut Light 
and Power Company (the licensees), 
which revised Technical Specifications 
for operation of the Millstone Nuclear 
Power Station Unit 1 (the facility), 
located in Waterford, Connecticut. The 
amendment is effective as of the date of 
issuance. 

This amendment revises the Technical 
Specifications to (1) add requirements 
that would limit the period of time oper¬ 
ation can be continued with immovable 
control rods that could have control rod 
drive mechanism collet housing failures 
and <2) require increased control rod 
surveillance when the possibility of a 
control rod drive mechanLsm collet hous¬ 
ing failure exists. 

The Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations in 
10 CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in 
the license amendment. Notice of the 
Proposed Issuance of Amendment to Pro¬ 
visional Operating License in connection 
with this action was published in the 
Federal Register on January 8, 1976 (41 
F.R. 1549). No request for a hearing or 
petition for leave to intervene w f as filed 
following notice of the proposed action. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
5 51.5(d)(4) an environmental state¬ 
ment, negative declaration or environ¬ 
mental impact appraisal need not be 
prepared in connection with issuance of 
this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the Commission’s letters 
to Northeast Nuclear Energy Company 
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dated September 23, 1975 and Decem¬ 
ber 29, 1975, (2) Amendment No. 22 to 
License No. DPR-21. and (3) the Com¬ 
mission’s related Safety Evaluation Is¬ 
sued on December 29, 1975. All of these 
items are available for public inspection 
at the Commission’s Public Document 
Room. 1717 H Street, NW. Washington, 
D.C. and at the Waterford Public 
Library. Rope Ferry Road. Route 156. 
Waterford, Connecticut 06385. 

A single copy of items (1) through <3> 
may be obtained upon request addressed 
to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: 
Director, Division of Operating Reactors. 


Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 
26th day of February. 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


George Lear. 

Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 3 Division of 
Operating Reactors . 


|FR Doc.76-6651 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-2451 

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY CO. 

ET AL 

Issuance of Amendment to Provisional 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission (the Com¬ 
mission) has issued Amendment No. 19 to 
Provisional Operating License No. DPR- 
21 issued to Northeast Nuclear Energy 
Company, The Connecticut Light and 
Power Company. The Hartford Electric 
Light Company and Western Massachu¬ 
setts Electric Company which revised 
Technical Specifications for operation 
of the Millstone Nuclear Power Station, 
Unit 1, located in the Town of Water¬ 
ford. Connecticut. The amendment is ef¬ 
fective as of its date of issuance. 

The amendment modifies the Tech¬ 
nical Specifications to provide Limiting 
Conditions for Operation and Surveil¬ 
lance Requirements to govern the use of 
the Modified Off-Gas Treatment System 
(MOGTS). 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings as 
required by the Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter 
I, which are set forth in the license 
amendment. Notice of Proposed Issuance 
of Amendment to Facility Operating 
License in connection with this action 
w r as published in the Federal Register on 
January 21, 1976, (41 FR 3113). No re¬ 
quest for a hearing or petition for leave 
to intervene was filed following notice of 
the proposed action. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
§ 51.5(d) (4) an environmental state¬ 
ment. negative declaration or environ¬ 
mental impact appraisal need not be pre¬ 


pared in connection with issuance of tills 
amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated September 24, 1975, 
(2) Amendment No. 19 to License No. 
DPR-21. and (3) the Commission’s re¬ 
lated Safety Evaluation. All of these 
items are available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 
Room 1717 H Street, NW., Washington. 
D.C. and at the Waterford Public 
Library. Rope Ferry Road. Route 156. 
Waterford, Connecticut 06385. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20555. Attention: Di¬ 
rector. Division of Reactor Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
24th day of February, 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


George Lear, 

Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 3 Division of Re¬ 
actor Licensing. 


|FR Doc.76-6652 Piled 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[ Docket Nos. 50-277, 50-278 J 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO. EL AL 
Establishment of Board 

Establishment of Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board for the Philadelphia 
Electric Company, et al.. proceeding 
(Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, 
Units 2 and 3). 

In accordance with a Commission 
Order dated February 25, 1976, in the 
above matter, the following Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board is being es¬ 
tablished : 

Edward Luton, Esq.. Chairman. Dr. Kenneth 
A. McCollom, Member, Dr. Ernest O. Salo, 
Member. 

Their addresses are as follow: 

Edward Luton, Esq., Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board Panel, U.S. Nuclear Reg¬ 
ulatory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20555. 

Dr. Kenneth A. McCollom. College of Engi¬ 
neering. Oklahoma State University, StiU- 
water. Oklahoma 74074. 

Dr. Ernest O. Salo, Professor. Fisheries Re¬ 
search Institute. WH-10, College of Fish¬ 
eries, University of Washington, Seattle, 
Washington 98195. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 2nd 
day of March, 1976. 

James R. Yore, 

Acting Chairman, Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel. 

I FR Doc.76-6653 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[Docket Nos. 50-338; 50-339 J 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO. 
(NORTH ANNA STATION, UNITS 1 AND 
2 ) 

Order 


March 3.1976. 

Oral argument on the appeals taken 
from the Licensing Board’s decision on 


transmission line routing w r ill be heard 
at 10:00 a.m . on Monday, March 29, 1976 
in the Commission’s Public Hearing 
Room on the 5th floor of the East West 
Towers, 4350 East-West Highway, Be¬ 
thesda, Maryland. A total of two (2) 
hours is allotted for argument. The 
order of presentation will be as follows: 

Intervenor Culpeper League—30 minutes; 
Intervenor Fauquier League—30 minutes; 
Applicant—30 minutes; NRC Staff—30 
minutes. 

The Culpeper and Fauquier Leagues 
may reserve for rebuttal a portion of the 
time allow^ed them. 

The respective parties are requested to 
inform the Secretary of tills Board by 
mail no later than March 23rd of the 
name of counsel who will present argu¬ 
ment. 

It is so ORDERED. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Appeal Board. 

Margaret E. Du Flo, 
Secretary to the Appeal Board. 

[FR Doc.76-6654 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 amj 


REGULATORY GUIDE 
Issuance and Availability 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
has issued a guide in its Regulatory 
Guide Series. This series has been de¬ 
veloped to describe and make available 
to the public methods acceptable to the 
NRC staff of implementing specific parts 
of the Commission’s regulations and, in 
some cases, to delineate techniques used 
by the staff in evaluating specific prob¬ 
lems or postulated accidents and to pro¬ 
vide guidance to applicants concerning 
certain of the information needed by the 
staff in its review of applications for per¬ 
mits and licenses. 

Regulatory Guide 1.26, Revision 3. 
“Quality Group Classifications and 
Standards for Water-, Steam-, and 
Radioactive-Waste-Containing Compo¬ 
nents of Nuclear Power Plants,” de¬ 
scribes a quality classification system 
related to specified national standards 
that may be used to determine quality 
standards acceptable to the NRC staff 
for satisfying NRC’s General Design 
Criteria for those safety-related compo¬ 
nents containing w r ater, steam, or radio¬ 
active material that are not specifically 
included in § 50.55a of 10 CFR Part 50. 
The guide applies to light-w T ater-cooled 
nuclear power plants. This guide was re¬ 
vised to make it consistent with the 
Standard Review Plan. 

Comments and suggestions in connec¬ 
tion with (1) items for inclusion in guides 
currently being developed or <2> im¬ 
provements in all published guides are 
encouraged at any time. Public comments 
on Regulatory Guide 1.26, Revision 3, 
will, however, be particularly useful in 
evaluating the need for an early revision 
if received by May 6, 1976. 

Comments should be sent to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
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D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing and 
Service Section. 

Regulatory guides are available for in¬ 
spection at tlie Commission's Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C, Requests for single 
copies of issued guides (which may be 
reproduced) or for placement on an 
automatic distribution list for single 
copies of future guides should be made in 
writing to the Director, Office of Stand¬ 
ards Development, U.S. Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission, Washington, D.C, 
20555. Telephone requests cannot be ac¬ 
commodated. Regulatory guides are not 
copyrighted and Commission approval is 
not required to reproduce them. 

(5 U.S.C. 652(a) > 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 1st 
clay of March 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert B. Minogue, 
Director , Office of 
Standards Development . 

(FR Doc.76-6665 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am) 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAGEGUARDS; SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE 
DOUGLAS POINT NUCLEAR STATION, 
UNITS 1 AND 2 

Postponement of Meeting 

The meeting of the ACRS Subcommit¬ 
tee on the Douglas Point Nuclear Station, 
Units 1 and 2. scheduled to be held on 
March 12, 1976 has been postponed in¬ 
definitely. Announcement of this meeting 
was made in Federal Register, Vol. 41, 
page 8439, February 26, 1976. 

Dated: March 8, 1976. 

John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer . 
[FR Doc.76-7070 Filed 3-10-7G;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. STN 60-5611 

BABCOCK & WILCOX CO. 

Notice of Receipt of a Standard Safety 
Analysis Report 

Babcock & Wilcox Company has filed 
with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
<the Commission) its Standard Safety 
Analysis Report (B-SAR-205), which 
was docketed on March 1, 1976. The B- 
SAR-205 application was filed in re¬ 
sponse to Option 1 (Reference System) 
of the Commission's standardization pol¬ 
icy for nuclear power plants issued on 
I^.rch 5, 1973, and pursuant to Appen¬ 
dix O to 10 CFR Part 50. 

B-SAR-205 was tendered on October 
24, 1975. During the acceptance review 
for completeness, Babcock & Wilcox 
Company submitted additional informa¬ 
tion by letter dated February 13, 1976. 
Subsequently, B-SAR-205 was found to 
be acceptable for docketing. Docket No. 
STN 50-561 has been assigned to B- 
SAR-205 and should be referenced in 
any correspondence relating thereto. 

Under the “Reference System" option, 
an entire facility design or major frac¬ 


tions of it can be identified as a stand¬ 
ard design to be used in multiple applica¬ 
tions. B-SAR-205 describes and analyz¬ 
es the Babcock-205 nuclear steam system 
preliminary standard design for a pres¬ 
surized water reactor nuclear power 
phmt. The B-SAR-205 reference design 
is designed to operate at core thermal 
power levels up to 3800 megawatts. 

Major design features described in B- 
SAR--205 are similar to those of Babcock 
k Wilcox 205-fuel assembly nuclear 
steam systems now under construction 
or in construction permit review. 

When its review of B-SAR-205 is com¬ 
plete, the Commission’s Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation (staff! will publish 
a Safety Evaluation Report documenting 
the results of the review. Moreover. B- 
SAR-205 will be referred to the Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards for its 
review and a report thereon. Copies of 
the Safety Evaluation Report and the re¬ 
port by the Advisory Committee on Re¬ 
actor Safeguards will be made available 
to the public. A notice relating to the 
availability of these documents will be 
published in the Federal Register. 

All interested persons who desire to 
submit written comments for considera¬ 
tion by the staff and ACRS during their 
review of B-SAR-205 should send them 
to the Office of the Secretary. U.S. Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing 
and Service Section by May 10, 1976. 

A copy of B-SAR-205 is available for 
public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room. 1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20555. When 
available, the Safety Evaluation Report 
and the report by the Advisory Commit¬ 
tee on Reactor Safeguards will also be 
made available for public inspection at 
the above location. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 3rd 
clay of March. 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


John F. Stolz, 

Chief , Light Water Reactors 
Branch No. /, Division of 
Project Management. 

[FR Doc.76—7071 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am| 


[Docket No. 50-5491 

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF 
NEW YORK 

Notice of Availability of Draft Environment 
tal Statement for Greene County Nuclear 
Power Plant 

Pursuant to the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act of 1969 and the United 
States Nuclear R egula tory Commission’s 
regulations in 10 CFR Part 51, notice is 
hereby given that a Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statement prepared by the Com¬ 
mission’s Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation related to the proposed con¬ 
struction of the Greene County Nuclear 
Power Plant by the Power Authority of 
the State of New York in Greene 
County, New York, is available for in¬ 
spection by the public in the Commis¬ 


sion’s Public Document Room at 1717 H 
Street, N.W., Washington. D.C., and in 
the Catskfil Public Library, 1 Franklin 
Street, Catskfil, New York. The Draft 
Statement (NUREG-0045) is also being 
made available at the Division of State 
Planning, 162 Washington Avenue, Al¬ 
bany, New York, Requests for copies of 
tile Draft Environmental Statement 
should be addressed to the UJS. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 
D.C., Attention: Director, Division of 
Site Safety and Environmental Analysis. 

The applicant’s Environmental Re¬ 
port, as supplemented, submitted by the 
Power Authority of the State of New 
York is also available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the above-designated locations. 
Notice of availability of the Applicant's 
Environmental Report was published in 
the Federal Register cn September 25, 
1975 (40 F.R. 442011. 

Pursuant to 10 CFR Part 51, interested 
persons may submit comments on the 
Applicant’s Environmental report, as 
supplemented, and the Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statement for the Commission’s 
consideration. Federal and State agen¬ 
cies are being provided with copies of the 
Applicants Environmental Report and 
the Draft Environmental Statement 
(local agenices may obtain these docu¬ 
ments upon request). Comments are due 
by May 3. 1976. Comments by Federal. 
State, and local officials, or other persons 
received by the Commission will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room in 
Washington, D.C. and the Catskfil Pub¬ 
lic Library, 1 Franklin Street, Catskfil, 
New York. Upon consideration of com¬ 
ments submitted with respect to the draft 
environmental statement, the Commis¬ 
sion’s staff will prepare a final environ¬ 
mental statement, the availability of 
which will be published in the Federal 
Register. 

Comments on the Draft Environmental 
Statement from interested persons of the 
public should be addressed to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission^ Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Director. 
Division of Site Safety and Environmen¬ 
tal Analysis. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, tills 4th 
day of March 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Wm. H. Regan. Jr.. 
Chief , Envi~anmentaL Projects 
Branc 3, Division of Site 
Safety and Environmental 
Analysis . 


[FR Doc.76-7073 Filed 3-I0-76;9:45 am] 


[Docket Nos. STN 60-546 and STN 60-547 J 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF INDIANA, 
INC. 

Notice of Availability of NRC Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statement for the Marble Hill Nu¬ 
clear Generating Station Units 1 and 2 

Pursuant to the National Environmen¬ 
tal Policy Act of 1909 and the United 
States Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s 
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regulations in 10 CFR P«?rt 51, notice is 
hereby given that a Draft Environmental 
Statement prepared by the Commission's 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation re¬ 
lated to the proposed Marble Hill Nu¬ 
clear Generating Station, Units 1 and 2, 
located in Jefferson County, Indiana, is 
available for inspection by the public in 
the Commission's Public Document Room 
at 1717 H Street, N.W., Washington. D.C., 
and in the Madison-Jefferson County 
Public Library, 420 West Main Street, 
Madison, Indiana 47250. The draft state¬ 
ment is also being made available at the 
Office of the Clearinghouse Review Of¬ 
ficer, Indiana Budget Agency, 212 State 
House, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204, and 
at the Region 12 Development Commis¬ 
sion, P.O. Box 127, Versailles, Indiana 
47042. Copies of the Commission's Draft 
Environmental Statement may be ob¬ 
tained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Site Safety and En¬ 
vironmental Analysis, Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation. 

The Applicant’s Environmental Re¬ 
port submitted by Public Service of In¬ 
diana is also available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the above-designated locations. 
Notice of availability of the Applicant’s 
Environmental Report was published in 
the Federal Register on October 2, 1975 
(40 FR 45482). 

Pursuant to 10 CFR Part 51, interested 
persons may submit comments on the 
Applicant's Environmental Report, as 
supplemented, and the Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statement for the Commission's 
consideration. Federal and State agencies 
are being provided with copies of the 
Applicant’s Environmental Report and 
the Draft Environmental Statement 
(local agencies may obtain these docu¬ 
ments upon request). Comments are due 
by April 19, 1976. Comments by Federal, 
State, and local officials or other persons 
received by the Commission will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room in 
Washington, D.C., and the Madison- 
Jefferson County Public Library, 420 
West Main Street, Madison, Indiana 
47250. Upon consideration of these com¬ 
ments, the Commission's staff will pre¬ 
pare a final environmental statement, the 
availability of which will be published 
in the Federal Register. 

Comments on the Draft Environmental 
Statement from interested members of 
the public should be addressed to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, 
Division of Site Safety and Environmen¬ 
tal Analysis, Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 4th 
day of March 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

B. J. Youngblood, 
Chief , Environmental Projects 
Branch 2, Division of Site 
Safety and Environmental 
Analysis. 

(PR Doc.76-7072 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[Docket Nos. 50-259 and 50-260] 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

Notice of Issuance of Amendments to 
Facility Operating Licenses 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
20 to Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-33 and Amendment No. 17 to Facil¬ 
ity Operating License No. DPRr-52 issued 
to Tennessee Valley Authority (the li¬ 
censee) for operation of the Browns 
Ferry Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, lo¬ 
cated in Limestone County, Alabama. 
The amendments are effective as of the 
date of issuance. 

These amendments authorize modifi¬ 
cation to Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant, 
Units 1 and 2 by approving the drilling 
of the fuel assembly lower tie plates of 
Types 2 and 3 fuel assemblies to provide 
bypass flow. This bypass flow was orig¬ 
inally provided for by holes in the lower 
core support plate. By Amendments 17 
and 14 to Licenses DPR-33 and DPR-52 
for Units 1 and 2, respectively, authori¬ 
zation was issued to plug the holes in the 
lower core support plate to eliminate sig¬ 
nificant in-core instrument tube vibra¬ 
tions. These amendments do not author¬ 
ize operation of Units 1 and 2 with the 
plugged core support plate and drilled 
fuel assemblies. Operation with these 
modifications will not be authorized until 
a later safety evaluation is completed 
that addresses the effects on operation. 

The application for these amendments 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act). and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings as 
required by the Act and the Com mission’s 
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter 
I, which are set forth in the license 
amendments. Prior public notice of these 
amendments is not required since the 
amendments do not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of these amendments will 
not result in any significant environ¬ 
mental impact and that pursuant to 10 
CFR § 51.5(d) (4) an environmental 
statement, negative declaration, or en¬ 
vironmental impact appraisal need not 
be prepared in connection with issuance 
of these amendments. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendments dated November 5, 1975, as 
supplemented November 28, 1975 and 
February 5, 1976, (2) Amendment No. 20 
to License No. DPR-33 and Amendment 
No. 17 to License No. DPR-52, and (3) 
the Commission's related Safety Evalua¬ 
tion. All of these items are available for 
public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the 
Athens Public Library, South and For¬ 
rest, Athens, Alabama 35611. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 


Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 3rd 
day of March 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert A. Purple, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 

Branch No. I, Division of 
Operating Reactors . 


(PR Doc.76-7074 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS ENVIRONMENTAL SUB 

COMMITTEE 

Change 

The meeting of the ACRS Environ¬ 
mental Subcommittee scheduled to be 
held on March 16 and 17, 1976 in room 
1046, 1717 H St., NW.. Washington, D.C. 
20555 has been rescheduled to be held on 
April 21, 1976 at the same location. No¬ 
tice of this meeting was published in 
Federal Register, Vol. 41, page 8837, 
March 1, 1976. 

Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda may do 
so. Comments postmarked no later than 
April 14, 1976 to Mr. R. Muller, ACRS. 
NRC, Washington, D.C. 20555 will nor¬ 
mally be received in time to be consid¬ 
ered at this meeting. 

The agenda for the rescheduled meet¬ 
ing shall be as follows: 

Wednesday, April 21, 1976, 8:30 a.m., 
the Subcommittee will meet in closed Ex¬ 
ecutive Session, with any of its consult¬ 
ants who may be present, to exchange 
opinions and discuss preliminary views 
and recommendations relating to the dis¬ 
cussion of the health aspects of the use 
of plutonium. 

9:00 a.m. to 12:00 Noon, the Subcom¬ 
mittee will meet with representatives of 
the NRC Staff and consultants to review 
the program to prepare the environ¬ 
mental portion of the plutonium recycle 
report. This portion of the meeting will 
also be closed to the public. 

1:00 p.m. to the conclusion of business. 
the Subcommittee will meet in open ses¬ 
sion to hear presentations by represent¬ 
atives of the NRC Staff and consultants 
and will hold discussions with these 
groups pertinent to the health aspects 
of plutonium use. During the conduct of 
this open session, it may be necessary for 
the Subcommittee to hold a closed ses¬ 
sion to discuss confidential proprietary 
information. 

Further information regarding topics 
to be discussed, whether the meeting has 
been cancelled or rescheduled, the Chair¬ 
man’s ruling on requests for the oppor¬ 
tunity to present oral statements and 
the time allotted therefor can be ob¬ 
tained by a prepaid telephone call on 
April 20. 1976 to the Office of the Execu¬ 
tive Director of the Committee (tele¬ 
phone 202/634-1374. Attn: Mr. Muller) 
between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., EST. 

A copy of the transcript of the open 
portion of the meeting will be available 
after April 28. 1976 and copies of the 
minutes of the meeting will be available 
for inspection after July 21, 1976, at the 
NRC Public Document Room. 1717 H St., 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20555. 
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All other matters pertaining to the 
meeting remain unchanged. 

Dated: March 10, 1976. 

John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

[FR Doe.76-7204 Filed 3-10-76; 9:18 am) 


LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY 

Amended Notice of Hearing on Application 
for Construction Permits 

A Notice of Hearing on Application for 
Construction Permits was published in 
the Federal Register on September 20, 
1974 concerning the application of Long 
Island Lighting Company to construct 
the Jamesport Nuclear Power Station, 
Units 1 and 2 at a site six miles north¬ 
east of the Community of Riverhead in 
the Towns of Riverhead and Southhold, 
Suffolk County, Long Island, New York 
(39 Fed. Reg. 33817). By virtue of a 
Memorandum of Understanding dated 
February 2, 1976, the New York State 
Electric and Gas Corporation has been 
added as an owner of the proposed 
facilities. 

As a result of the addition of New York 
State Electric and Gas Corporation as an 
owner, the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion »Commission) is hereby issuing an 
Amended Notice of Hearing on Applica¬ 
tion for Construction Permits of the pro¬ 
posed facilities. This Amended Notice 
does not alter or expand the issues for 
consideration set forth in the initial 
Notice of Hearing. By this Amended 
Notice the Commission is, however, af¬ 
fording any person whose interest may 
be affected by the entrance into this pro¬ 
ceeding of New York State Electric and 
Gas Corporation as a Joint Applicant the 
opportunity to participate in this pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Any person whose interest may be af¬ 
fected by the entrance of the New York 
State Electric and Gas Corporation as a 
joint applicant and who wishes to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in the proceeding must 
file a written petition under oath or af¬ 
firmation for leave to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of 10 CFR 
§ 2.714. A petition for leave to intervene 
shall set forth the interest of the peti¬ 
tioner in the proceeding, how that inter¬ 
est may be affected by the results of the 
proceeding, and any other contentions of 
the petitioner including the facts and 
reasons why he should be permitted to 
intervene, with particular reference to 
the following factors: (I) the nature of 
the petitioner’s right under the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954. as amended, to be 
made a party to the proceeding; <2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner’s 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible ef¬ 
fect of any order which may be entered 
m the proceeding on the petitioner’s in¬ 
terest. Any such petition shall be accom¬ 
panied by a supporting affidavit identify- 
**the specific aspect or aspects of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which the petitioner wishes to intervene 
and setting forth with particularity both 


the facts pertaining to his interest and 
the basis for his contentions with regard 
to each aspect on which he desires to in¬ 
tervene. A petition that sets forth con¬ 
tentions relating only to matters outside 
the jurisdiction of the Commission will 
be denied. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave 
to intervene, and have all the rights of 
the applicant to participate fully in the 
conduct of the hearing, such as the ex¬ 
amination and cross-examination of wit¬ 
nesses, with respect to their contentions 
related to the matters at issue in the 
proceeding. 

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be filed with the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission and others as specified below 
by April 12, 1976. A petition for leave 
to intervene which is not timely will not 
be granted unless the Board determines 
that the petitioner has made a substan¬ 
tial showing of good cause for failure 
to file on time and after the Board has 
considered those factors specified in 10 
CFR § 2.714(a) U>-<4> and § 2.714(d). 

Any person who does not wish, or is 
not qualified, to become a party to this 
proceeding may request permission to 
make a limited appearance pursuant to 
the provisions of 10 CFR $ 2.715. A per¬ 
son making a limited appearance may 
make an oral or written statement on the 
record. He does not become a party, but 
may state his position and raise ques¬ 
tions which he would like answered to 
the extent that the questions are within 
the scope of the issues set forth in the 
original Notice of Hearing. Limited ap¬ 
pearances will be permitted at the time 
of the hearing at the discretion of the 
Board, within such limits and on such 
conditions as may be fixed by the Board. 

Persons desiring to make a limited 
appearance are requested to inform the 
Secretary of the Commission and others 
by April 12, 1976. 

Papers required to be filed in this pro¬ 
ceeding shall be filed by mail or telegram 
addressed to the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission, United States Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20555, Attention: Docketing and Service 
Section, or may be filed by delivery to 
the Commission’s Public Document 
Room. 1717 H Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. Pending further order of the Board, 
parties are required to file, pursuant to 
the provisions of 10 CFR $ 2.708, an orig¬ 
inal and twenty <20) conformed copies 
of each such paper with the Commission. 
A copy of the petition or request for 
limited appearance should also be sent to 
Elizabeth S. Bowsers, Esq.. Chairman, 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20555; Mr. Ralph S. Decker, 
Route 1. Box 190D. Cambridge. Mary¬ 
land 21613; Dr. Franklin C. Daiber. Col¬ 
lege of Marine Studies, University of 
Delaware, Newark, Delaware 19711; Ber¬ 
nard M. Bordenick. Esq.. Counsel for 
NRC Staff, Office of the Executive Legal 
Director, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555. Edward 
J. Walsh, Jr.. Esq.. Attorney for Long 


Island Lighting Company. 250 Old Coun¬ 
try Road, Mineola, New York 11501; W. 
Taylor Reveley, HI* Esq.. Attorney for 
Long Island Lighting Company, Hunton. 
Williams. Gay & Gibson, 700 East Main 
Street. Richmond. Virginia 23219; Irving 
Like, Esq., Attorney for County of Suf¬ 
folk, Reilly. Like & Schneider, 200 West 
Main Street, Babylon, New York 11702; 
Jonathan H. Sinnreich and Martin Lon¬ 
don, Esq., Attorney for Town of River¬ 
head, Paul. Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & 
Garrison, 345 Park Avenue, New York, 
New York 10022; Concerned Citizens of 
Suffolk County, % Dr. Caryl R. Grantt- 
ham. Box 550, Jamesport. New York 
11947; League of Women Voters of Suf¬ 
folk County. % Mrs. Laetitia deK. 
Bradley. 144 Quaker Path, Setauket, New' 
York 11733; International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers. % Joseph C. 
Gramer, Esq., 425 Broadhollow Road, 
Melville. New York 11746; and the New 
York State Atomic Energy Council, 
% Office of Legal Counsel, 99 Washing¬ 
ton Avenue, Albany, New York 12210. 

For further details, see the letter from 
Counsel for Long Island Lighting Com¬ 
pany to Counsel for the NRC Staff dated 
February 17, 1976, and the Memorandum 
of Understanding between Long Island 
Lighting Company and New York State 
Electric and Gas Corporation dated Feb¬ 
ruary 2. 1976, which is attached to the 
letter, both of which are available for 
public i n spection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C., between the 
hours of 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on 
weekdays. Copies of these documents are 
also available at the Riverhead Free 
Library. 330 Court Street, Riverhead, 
New York 11901 for inspection by mem¬ 
bers of the public between the hours of 9 
ajn. and 9 p.m. on Mondays; 9 ajn. and 
5 p.m. on Tuesdays, Thursdays and 
Saturdays and noon and 9 pjn. on 
Wednesdays and Fridays. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland this 9th 
day of March, 1976. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. 

Elizabeth S. Bowers, 
Chairperson. 

i FR Doc.76-7206 Filed 3-10-76; 9 :18 am f 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS WORKING GROUP ON 
FUEL AND WASTE STORAGE, DECON¬ 
TAMINATION, PERSONNEL. EXPOSURE, 
AND PLANT DECOMMISSIONING 

Meeting 

In accordance with the purposes of 
Sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.) t the 
A CHS Working Group on Fuel and Waste 
Storage, Decontamination, Personnel 
Exposure, and Plant Decommissioning 
will hold a meeting on March 18, 1976 in 
Room 1046,1717 H St., NW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20555. A commitment was made by 
the ACRS to the Joint Congressional 
Committee on Atomic Energy (JCAE), at 
the JCAE public hearings on March 4, 
1976 that the ACRS would proceed 
promptly to evaluate a number of items 
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related to reactor and radiation safety. 
As a result, the Committee has estab¬ 
lished five working groups which will 
hold a series of meetings in the near 
future to carry out a preliminary review 
of these matters. The meeting on March 
18, 1976 will be the first in this series. 

The agenda for the subject meeting 
shall be as follows: 

Thursday , March 18, 1976, 8:30 am., 
the Working Group will meet In closed 
Executive Session, with any of its con¬ 
sultants who may be present, to explore 
their preliminary opinions, based upon 
their independent review of safety re¬ 
ports, regarding matters which should be 
considered during the open session in 
order to formulate a Working Group re¬ 
port and recommendations to the full 
Committee. 

9:00 am. until conclusion of business, 
the Working Group will meet in open 
session to hear presentations and hold 
discussions with representatives of the 
NRC Staff and other Government 
agencies, and from the nuclear industry. 

At the conclusion of the open session, 
the Working Group may caucus in a 
brief, closed session to determine whether 
•the matters identified in the initial 
closed session have been adequately 
covered and whether the project is ready 
for review by the full Committee. During 
this session. Working Group members 
and consultants will discuss their final 
opinions and recommendations on these 
matters. 

In addition to these closed delibera¬ 
tive sessions, it may be necessary for 
the Working Group to hold one or more 
closed sessions for the purpose of ex¬ 
ploring with the NRC Staff and repre¬ 
sentatives from other Government agen¬ 
cies and the nuclear industry matters in¬ 
volving proprietary information, partic¬ 
ularly with regard to specific features of 
plant designs and plans related to plant 
security. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463, 
that it is necessary to conduct the above 
closed sessions to protect the free inter¬ 
change of internal views in the final 
stages of the Working Group’s delibera¬ 
tive process (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (5)) and to 
protect confidential, proprietary, or plant 
security information (5 U.S.C. 552(b) 
(4)). Separation of factual material 
from individual’s advice, opinions and 
recommendations while closed Executive 
Sessions are in progress is considered im¬ 
practical. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule. The Chairman of the Working Group 
is empowered to conduct the meeting in 
a manner that, in his Judgment, will 
facilitate the orderly conduct of busi¬ 
ness, including provisions to carry over 
an incompleted open session from one 
day to the next. 

With respect to public participation in 
the open portion of the meeting, the fol¬ 
lowing requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda items 
may do so by providing a readily repro¬ 
ducible copy to the Working Group at 


the beginning of the meeting. Comments 
should be limited to safety related areas 
within the Working Group’s purview. 

Persons desiring to mail written com¬ 
ments may do so by sending a readily re¬ 
producible copy thereof in time for con¬ 
sideration at this meeting. Comments 
postmarked no later than March 15. 
1976, to Mr. E. G. Igne. ACRS, NRC. 
Washington. DC 20555 will normally be 
received in time to be considered at this 
meeting. 

(b) Those persons wishing to make an 
oral statement at the meeting should 
make a written request to do so. identify¬ 
ing the topics and desired presentation 
time so that appropriate arrangements 
can be made. The Working Group will 
receive oral statements on topics rele¬ 
vant to its purview at the appropriate 
time chosen by the Chairman of the 
Working Group. 

(c) Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the meet¬ 
ing has been cancelled or rescheduled, 
the Chairman’s ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call on 
March 17,1976 to the Office of the Execu¬ 
tive Director of the Committee (tele¬ 
phone 202/634-1393. Attn: Mr. E. G. 
Igne> between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., 
EST. 

(d) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Working Group and 
its consultants. 

(e) The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing. will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any recess. 
The use of such equipment will not, how¬ 
ever, be allowed while the meeting is in 
session. 

(f) A copy of the transcript of the 
open portion of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for inspection on or after March 22. 
1976 at the NRC Public Document Room. 
1717 H St., N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20555. 

Copies of the minutes of the meeting 
will be made available for inspection at 
the NRC Public Document Room. 1717 H 
St., N.W. # Washington, DC 20555 after 
June 18, 1976. Copies may be obtained 
upon payment of appropriate charges. 

Dated: March 9, 1976. 

John C. Hoyle. 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer . 

[FR Doc.76-7206 Filed 3-10-76.9:18 am] 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

DISPUTES IN CONNECTION WITH 
CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION 

Executive Branch Positions on Commission 
on Government Procurement Recom¬ 
mendations 

After considering comment by the ex¬ 
ecutive agencies and the public submitted 
in writing and at a public hearing held 


on December 10, 1975, the Administrator 
for Federal Procurement Policy has de¬ 
cided to adopt the following executive 
branch positions on Recommendations 
G-l to G-12 of the Commission on Gov¬ 
ernment Procurement (COGP). Plans 
for implementation and a discussion of 
the main points of agency and public 
comment are set forth in connection with 
each executive branch position. 

COGP Recommendation Gl. Make 
clear to the contractor the identity and 
authority of the contracting officer, and 
other designated officials, to act in con¬ 
nection with each contract. 

Executive Branch Position. Accept. 

Implementation. Each agency will have 
continuing responsibility for implement¬ 
ing this recommendation by reviewing its 
organizational manuals, charts, regula¬ 
tions, delegations, certifications of ap¬ 
pointment, publications, notices in the 
Federal Register and Code of Federal 
Regulations, etc., and making such 
changes as may be appropriate to publi¬ 
cize (a) the identity of contracting offi¬ 
cers and other procurement personnel 
and (b) the extent and limitations of 
their authority and any requirements for 
approval of procurement actions taken 
by them. The Administrator for Federal 
Procurement Policy will consider addi¬ 
tional implementation in connection with 
implementation of executive branch 
positions on COGP Recommendations 
A-12—A-14 (see 40 FR 57721, Decem¬ 
ber 11, 1975), The Department of De¬ 
fense and the General Services Admin¬ 
istration will give further consideration 
to the desirability of changing the pro¬ 
curement regulations and the disputes 
clause to give the contractor the option 
to appeal unless the contracting officer 
acts on the dispute within a prescribed 
period. 

Discussion. The period for action by 
the contracting officer could vary with 
classes of contracts, could be made to 
run from the date of submission of claim 
or of formal demand for a decision, and 
could be made extendable by agreement. 
It is recognized that a contracting offi¬ 
cer now is implicitly required to act 
within a reasonable time, but a fixed pe¬ 
riod may be more certain and effective 
for this purpose. 

COGP Recommendation G-2. Provide 
for an informal conference to review con¬ 
tracting officer decisions adverse to the 
contractor. 

Executive Branch Position. Accept 
with modifications — 

(a) To describe the purpose as one to 
explore informally further possibilities of 
negotiating a settlement, not to review 
the contracting officer’s decision; 

(b) To make the conference manda¬ 
tory only at the option of the contractor; 

(c) To permit the conference at any 
time by mutual agreement but require 
it only if requested by the contractor be¬ 
fore the formal decision of the contract¬ 
ing officer; 

(d) To provide that the conference 
will not necessarily suspend or delay con¬ 
tract administration action, such as 
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termination, found necessary In the in¬ 
terest of the Government; and 

(e) To provide for such conference at 
a level above the active participants in 
the controversy, not necessarily above 
the level of the contracting officer which 
varies in different agencies, the exact 
arrangements to be left to each agency 
in the light of its own organization, 
practices, and levels of authority, the 
amount of the claim, and the availability 
of higher level personnel at places con¬ 
venient to them and the contractor. 

Implementation. Initial implementa¬ 
tion will be by appropriate provisions in 
the Federal Procurement Regulations 
iFPR) and the Armed Services Procure¬ 
ment Regulation < ASPR). Supplemental 
or detailed implementation, including 
procedures for designating higher level 
conference personnel, will be the respon¬ 
sibility of each agency. 

Discussion. The conference is made 
mandatory only if requested before a 
formal decision because conditions then 
are more conducive to settlement. How¬ 
ever, this is not intended to preclude or 
discourage continuing efforts, after a 
contracting officer’s decision, to settle 
claims by negotiation, including use by 
mutual consent of higher level confer¬ 
ence procedures. Compulsion does not 
appear necessary; thirty-eight percent of 
claims are now settled in the course of 
appeal to a board. 

COGP Recommendation G-3. Retain 
multiple agency boards, establish mini¬ 
mum standards for personnel and case 
load, and grant the boards subpoena and 
discovery powers. 

Executive Branch Position. 1. Accept 
as to subpoena and discovery powers; 

2. As to organization of the boards, 
consolidate the boards into two full-time 
boards, one generally for the armed serv¬ 
ices and a second generally for the civil¬ 
ian agencies; and vest authority for the 
adjudication of appeals directly in the 
boards. 

Implementation. An interagency group 
will be established to develop manage¬ 
ment, placement, funding, support and 
other arrangements for consolidating the 
boards, and to formulate proposals for 
the qualification, selection and status of 
board members. 

Discussion. Structuring of the boards 
has proved highly controversial, with 
opinion ranging from no change to total 
change. The COGP opted for interme¬ 
diate change which, on the basis of case 
load standards, would reduce the num¬ 
ber of boards to three, four or seven. 
There is significant public support to 
eliminate boards with less than five mem¬ 
bers. This would reduce the number of 
civilian agency boards to five or six. The 
OFPP believes that consolidation into 
two boards would be most cost-effective 
and appropriate for the following rea¬ 
sons: 

1. The OFPP agrees with the Commis¬ 
sion that consolidation would achieve 
“more uniformity, consistency, economy, 
and efficiency.** Cost savings and more 
effective use of personnel are indicated 
by: 


The ASBCA experience in consolidat¬ 
ing the Army, Navy and Air Force panels; 

Current board costs, case loads, mem¬ 
bers and supporting personnel, which 
show a wide disparity per member in 
cost, productivity and clerical staff. 
While there has been substantial prog¬ 
ress in uniformity, boards still differ in 
important areas, such as accelerated 
procedures, pretrial conferences, discov¬ 
ery, and use of ad hoc members. 

2. The only reason cited by the Com¬ 
mission against total consolidation was 
that it is “argued” that familiarity of 
board members with the mission and op¬ 
erating procedures of the agencies as¬ 
sists the boards in performing their func¬ 
tions. The Commission recognized that 
“contract disputes do not vary so widely 
from agency to agency that each agency 
needs to have its own board.” Neverthe¬ 
less, it stopped short of total consolida¬ 
tion, noting that “under our recom¬ 
mendation, boards will still remain in 
the major civilian agencies to use to ad¬ 
vantage whatever expertise may exist.” 

The OFPP believes that close familiar¬ 
ity with an agency and its activities, as 
distinguished from expertise in general 
procurement law, is a negligible factor 
in the performance of board members 
and any loss in that regard is not of such 
significance as to stand in the way of 
achieving the full benefits of consolida¬ 
tion. The limited extent to which board 
operations are likely to be hindered by 
a lack of familiarity with an agency’s 
special characteristics is indicated by: 

The broad range of contracts, products, 
services, subdivisions, procedures, mis¬ 
sions, programs, disciplines, technologies 
and procurement methods, including 
GOCO plants, handled routinely by such 
boards as the ASBCA, GSBCA and 
DOTBCA; 

The voluntary interagency use of 
existing boards by highly specialized pro¬ 
curement agencies such as EPA, NSF, 
HEW, and USIA; 

Other Government institutions which 
have dealt effectively with contract dis¬ 
putes from all agencies, such as the 
Court of Claims, the Renegotiation 
Board, the Contract Settlement Board, 
and the Department of Justice; and 

The variety of parties and cases within 
the jurisdiction of the United States dis- 
ftict courts—for example, admiralty, 
antitrust, bankruptcy, utility regulation. 

It is also highly questionable whether 
ex parte institutional familiarity is 
wholly consonant with minimum stand¬ 
ards of “on the record” objectivity, fair¬ 
ness and due process. In any case, to the 
minor degree that an institutional or 
other specialized background is a legiti¬ 
mate factor in board performance, it can 
be adequately accommodated under a 
consolidated board by structuring board 
panels and assigning members and cases 
more or less in the same way that in¬ 
dividual judges with recognized expertise 
in particular areas are assigned cases in 
court. For example, there could be one or 
more panels for construction cases. 

3. The prime reason for consolidating 
the boards is the added stature, prestige, 


strength of numbers and independence 
that comes with detaching the boards 
from individual agencies and vesting 
them directly with authority to decide 
appeals. If the boards, in the words of 
the Commission, are to be treated as 
“independent quasi-judicial tribunals” 
and strengthened “to ensure the inde¬ 
pendence and objectivity of the board 
members,” consolidation is the most ef¬ 
fective and appropriate means of doing 
so. 

4. Consolidation will contribute not 
only to the reality but to the appearance 
of independence. Justice must not only 
be done, but must be seen to be done. 
There will remain only the most tenuous 
basis for the complaint that one of the 
parties to a dispute should not be the 
judge of its own case. 

5. Consolidation is more than a matter 
of form. It will eliminate the legal au¬ 
thority of an agency head to interfere 
with, suspend, or supersede the decision¬ 
making authority of a board. Although 
such action has rarely if ever been taken, 
the fact remains that it can be, and has 
occasionally been proposed. The possi¬ 
bility should be eradicated as a brooding 
omnipresence in the board room. 

6. Consolidation will not prejudice 
settlement possibilities or an agency’s 
management responsibilities and effec¬ 
tiveness. Contractors and agencies 
through their own counsel will be directly 
involved in board proceedings and will 
have no less opportunity to settle cases 
or take other appropriate action. 

7. Consolidation should not further 
formalize and judicialize board pro¬ 
ceedings. The post-Wunderlich increase 
in due process and formality was a re¬ 
sult, not of consolidation or other re¬ 
structuring of the boards, but of the 
pressures imposed by the Wunderlich Act 
standards, court decisions, and, in the 
words of the Commission, “demands by 
the contractors and their counsel.” 
Boards now provide as much or as little 
due process as a contractor wants or his 
counsel thinks necessary. Except In the 
rare case when a Government attorney 
may demand a hearing, the extent of due 
process is under the control of the con¬ 
tractor and his attorney. As noted by the 
Commission, no hearings were held in 36 
percent of the appeals reviewed by the 
Commission. 

8. Consolidation is not necessarily in¬ 
compatible with giving contractors the 
option of direct access to court. It is not 
even a consideration relevant to that 
question except insofar as it minimizes 
any justification for such option based 
on a contractor’s lack of confidence in 
the integrity and independence of board 
members. For good cause shown in other 
respects, direct access may still be ap¬ 
propriate to some extent as discussed in 
connection with COGP Recommendation 
G-6. Conversely, direct access does not 
minimize the need for consolidation. To 
the extent that independence and in¬ 
tegrity are essential for confidence in a 
board and in its decisions, they are just 
as important for contractors who camiot 
afford to go to court or who prefer the 
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speed, economy. Informality, and other 
advantages which a board offers. 

9. A consolidated civilian board would 
be smaller than the ASBCA and there¬ 
fore there is no reason to expect that the 
civilian board would be more unwieldly 
or unmanageable. 

10. In support of a two-board rather 
than a one-board consolidation, it is 
persuasive that the ASBCA is highly re¬ 
garded and already has the strength and 
stature of numbers and a substantial de¬ 
gree of detachment from the procuring 
military departments. 

11. Consolidation is thought better 
than relinquishing the adjudicating au¬ 
thority of the boards to the courts. It will 
preserve the speed, economy, and in¬ 
formality of board as compared with 
court proceedings; will avoid increasing 
the burden of overloaded courts, and De¬ 
partment of Justice and United States 
attorneys; will facilitate settlement of 
cases during appeal; and, for cases that 
would be otherwise tried in the United 
States district courts, will retain the con¬ 
centrated procurement expertise now 
found in the boards. At the same time, 
the current role of the Court of Claims 
will in no way be diminished, but in fact 
will be expanded by provision for direct 
access in some cases. 

12. The Department of Justice and 
two of the civilian agencies with large 
boards support a consolidated civilian 
agency board. Smaller board agencies 
opposed to consolidation are just as much 
opposed to loss of their own boards 
through merger with or assignment of 
their cases to another board as recom¬ 
mended by the Commission. If a change 
is to be made, two of such smaller board 
agencies prefer consolidation rather than 
minimerger or other intermediate meas¬ 
ures. 

Consolidation can be effected by ad¬ 
ministrative action, and legislation is not 
considered essential. In any case, further 
study and coordination are necessary to 
formulate the best arrangements for 
placement, management and funding of 
a consolidated civilian board and for the 
qualification, selection, tenure, status and 
pay of board members. The interagency 
group to be established will consider such 
matters. 

COGP Recommendation G-4. Estab¬ 
lish a regional small claims boards sys¬ 
tem to resolve disputes involving $25,000 
or less. 

Executive Branch Position. Reject, but 
assure that all boards of contract appeals 
provide accelerated procedures for dis¬ 
putes in amounts up to $25,000. and are 
generally responsive to requests for local 
hearings when warranted by the con¬ 
venience of the parties and witnesses. 

Discussion. It is believed that the pur¬ 
pose of the Commission recommenda¬ 
tion—to encourage expedited and more 
informal processing of appeals, and local 
hearings at places more convenient to 
contractors—has been adequately ac¬ 
complished. for the most part, through 
adoption by the boards of accelerated 
procedures and a general practice of ac¬ 
commodating requests for local hearings. 
A separate small claims board of contract 
appeals appears to offer little, if afiy, 


advantage even from the point of view of 
a small contractor, and not enough to 
outweigh the added cost, jurisdictional 
complications, and organizational and 
management problems. 

Little support has developed for a 
change in the accelerated procedures to 
require, at the contractor’s sole election, 
submission on the record without exam¬ 
ination or cross-examination of wit¬ 
nesses. Submission on the record is now 
available at the contractor’s election with 
the concurrence of the agency, which is 
generally granted, and the practice is 
expected to continue. Also, some board 
members have expressed the view that 
it is a disservice to small contractors to 
encourage them to submit on the record, 
since in most cases they have the burden 
of proof and a hearing may be helpful 
in meeting this burden. 

COGP Recommendation G-5. Em¬ 
power contracting agencies to settle and 
pay, and administrative forums to decide, 
all claims or disputes arising under or 
growing out of or in connection with the 
administration or performance of con¬ 
tracts entered into by the United States. 

Executive Branch Position. Accept. 

Implementation. This recommendation 
can be carried out administratively with¬ 
out legislation. The Department of De¬ 
fense and the General Services Adminis¬ 
tration will pursue appropriate changes 
in the ASPR and FPR. To eliminate the 
apparent conflict between the views of 
some courts and the Comptroller General 
as to the claims-settlement authority of 
the procuring agencies, consideration 
should be given to the development of a 
contract adjustment clause to cover all 
claims not otherw T ise covered by specific 
contract clauses, such as the “Changes” 
clause. Such a clause should generally 
encompass all claims based on legal en¬ 
titlement w T hich would be recoverable by 
suit in court, including claims for breach 
of contract, impossibility, defective 
specifications, mistake and misrepresen¬ 
tation and other “contractual fairness” 
claims now handled administratively by 
relief under Pub. L. 85-804. Conforming 
changes should also be made in the dis¬ 
putes clause and other ASPR and FPR 
provisions. 

Discussion. There was general support 
for this recommendation. In some cases, 
it was conditioned on giving contractors 
the option of direct access to courts 
under COGP Recommendation G-6, and 
restricting their obligation to continue 
w T ork pending resolution of the dispute. 
As a practical matter, this is not regarded 
as a significant factor on the all-disputes 
question. Because of the extended use of 
contract adjustment clauses, such as 
for “Changes,” Government-Furnished 
Property, Stop Work Orders. Govern¬ 
ment Delay of Work. Suspension of Work 
and Differing Site Conditions, and the 
development of the constructive changes 
and similar doctrines, practically all dis¬ 
putes have been brought under the c6n- 
tract and clear-cut breach of contract 
cases rarely arise. Often, the contractor 
prefers to continue performance and in 
any event the uncertainties of going di¬ 
rectly to court are so great that contrac¬ 


tors cannot afford to run the risk of not 
first appealing to a board. 

While the Commission related con¬ 
sideration of this recommendation to its 
Recommendation G-6 for direct access 
to court, it found that, as a practical 
matter, few contractors can rely on the 
present distinction between disputes 
under the contract and disputes not 
under the contract. It also agreed that 
the obligation to continue work does no 
great harm to the contractor as long as 
he is assured of ultimate payment of any 
increased costs that he is entitled to. 
The obligation to continue work, with 
any unmanageable problem of interim 
financing it may cause, may also be tem¬ 
pered in some cases by contract provi¬ 
sions for excusable causes of delay in 
performance. 

Nevertheless, it is not intended to fore¬ 
close further consideration of this ques¬ 
tion in connection with the development 
of an all-disputes clause; for example, 
by including a provision that it does not 
add or detract from the contractor’s ob¬ 
ligation to work under other provisions 


of the contract. 

COGP Recommendation G-6. Allow 
contractors direct access to the Court of 
Claims and district courts. 

Executive Branch Position. Accept 
with modifications to allow* contractors 
direct access to the Court of Claims (a) 
for big claims. <b> by agreement between 
the parties, or (c> by direction of the 
board on motion of either party. 

Implementation. This recommenda¬ 
tion can be carried out administratively 
without legislation. Implementation is 
assigned to the Department of Defense 
and the General Services Administration 
for development of changes in the dis¬ 
putes clause and in the ASPR and the 
FPR which, among other things, will fix 
or provide for fixing the minimum 
amount to define a big claim. 

Discussion. Acceptance of the Commis¬ 
sion recommendation with modifications 
is considered an appropriate compromise 
at this time between those who want 
complete freedom of access to the courts 
and those who would deny it in all cases. 
As noted before, consolidation of the 
boards goes far to eliminate any justi¬ 
fication for direct access based on lack 
of confidence in the integrity and inde¬ 
pendence of the boards. Nor is much 
weight attached to the formal argument 
that a contractor is entitled to his day 
in court.” since, in the judgment oi 
OFPP, the boards will, in effect, provide 
this when consolidated and strengthene 
in other respects as contemplated. 

Similarly, little weight is given to the 
argument, on principle, against 
ting forum shopping since it is difficult 
to see how a contractor can anticipate 
what judge of the court or member of a 
board will hear his case and thereby ten 
where he is likely to fare better on a 
question of fact. On a question of law. 
he can in any event take his case ulti- 
mately to court where the courts view of 
the law will prevail. Nor is it thought that 
a contractor should be deprived of an 
option to go to court simply because tne 
Government feels that it is faster ai 
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cheaper and otherwise best for him to 
appeal to a board. On the contrary, for 
that very reason, contractors will not 
often want to go to court, and allowing 
them the choice may give them some 
reassurance in the big case. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, the 
OFPP modification goes along with a 
substantial measure of direct access for 
several reasons. First, it substantially 
conforms to the expectation of the COGP 
that the “option of direct access would 
be exercised only for cases involving large 
money amounts, new legal questions, in 
terpretation of new statutes or regula¬ 
tions, or fraud or corruption/' Second, 
it generally accommodates the view of 
the Department of Defense favoring di¬ 
rect access to the Court of Claims. This 
view is thought generated primarily by 
the delay experienced by that Depart¬ 
ment in disposing of massive claims— 
though there has been little showing that 
tills is due to any delinquency on the 
part of the ASBCA or its members as dis¬ 
tinguished from other Government and 
non-Govemment participants in the 
claim administration and settlement 
process. Third, the OFPP modification 
responds to the view of some practicing 
attorneys that in the big case there is 
more of a need for the presiding judge to 
“take charge" in order to sharpen the 
issues, stipulate evidence, limit witnesses, 
and otherwise expedite the case, and that 
court judges are more inclined to do so. 
In a matter that depends so much on the 
personality, vigor and disposition of the 
particular judge, it is questionable that 
courts can do much more than a board 
in this respect, but it may be that courts 
are somewhat aided by tradition, prac¬ 
tice, their contempt authority, the defer¬ 
ence of counsel, and the dignity of their 
surroundings. Fourth, there is a greater 
likelihood that the big case will ulti¬ 
mately be appealed to court and it may 
save time and money to go there in the 
first place. Finally, it is believed that lim¬ 
ited experimentation with direct access 
may be worthwhile so that any future 
examination of this subject can be based 
more on experience than speculation. 

The OFPP modification would also 
allow direct access on consent of the par¬ 
ties and this should generally be adequate 
for unusual cases, including any involv¬ 
ing an important question of law. The 
choice, however, should not be entirely 
that of the contractor. In the first place, 
there are very few cases that turn on 
new legal questions or interpretation of 
new statutes or regulations, as distin¬ 
guished from interpretation of contract 
clauses and specifications. Second, the 
difficulty of distinguishing questions of 
law and fact is well recognized. Third, 
courts generally are aided by a record of 
the facts in their consideration of ques¬ 
tions of law. This guarantees the question 
is not moot and shows the significance of 
the question of law. The lower judge’s 
opinion is also generally helpful. Finally, 
where both parties agree, or the board 
itself decides, it will be possible to sub¬ 
mit the question of law directly to court 
in any case. Also, under the provision for 
direct access by agreement, an agency 


head may go as far as he deems appro¬ 
priate in permitting direct access within 
his agency. 

COGP Recommendation G-7. Grant 
both the Government and contractors 
judicial review of adverse agency boards 
of contract appeals decisions. 

Executive Branch Position. Accept. 

Implementation. The Department of 
Defense and the General Services Ad¬ 
ministration will undertake appropriate 
changes in the disputes clause and pro¬ 
curement regulations to effect this rec¬ 
ommendation. It is believed that this 
recommendation can be implemented ad¬ 
ministratively and legislation is not a 
prerequisite. 

Discussion. As long as a board performs 
an independent adjudicatory function 
for the initial trial of a case in a manner 
fully equivalent to a court of original ju¬ 
risdiction, and not as an operating or 
management instrumentality of an 
agency, both sides should have substan¬ 
tially equal rights of appeal similar to 
those available if the case were actually 
tried in a United States court. Boards 
have to deal with close questions as to 
which judges may reasonably differ. The 
Government should be able to appeal 
such a decision if adverse to it. particu¬ 
larly when the issue is one of interpreta¬ 
tion of an applicable statute, executive 
order, regulation, or standard clause af¬ 
fecting many contracts. 

However, in view of the financial im¬ 
pact of prolonged litigation on the con¬ 
tractor, appeals by the Government 
should be subject to approval by an 
agency head or assistant head, and the 
Attorney General or an Assistant Attor¬ 
ney General, to guard against excessive 
and unwarranted appeals. Pending ap¬ 
peal, consideration should also be given 
to making progress payments in accord¬ 
ance with the board decisions. 

No weight is attached to the formal 
argument that a board is the authorized 
representative of an agency head, acting 
for him, and therefore it would be 
anomalous for an agency head to appeal 
his own decision. In any case, each con¬ 
solidated board will have independent 
authority in its own right and no longer 
will be acting for an agency head. Both 
parties will be in the position of private 
litigants before a tribunal of original 
jurisdiction, with equal rights of appeal. 

Nor should the Government be de¬ 
prived of a right of appeal, fairly needed 
for its protection, because it has greater 
resources and can exhaust a contractor 
by prolonged litigation and force him to 
abandon or settle his claim. The rela¬ 
tively few cases where the Government 
has appealed indicate that the appeals 
were not undertaken frivolously or to 
exert pressure on the contractors. The 
requirement for appeal at the agency 
head and Attorney General level will 
minimize any possibility of abuse. Thus, 
there is every reason to believe that ap¬ 
peals will be controlled as closely as 
they have been in the past. While the 
possibility of bankruptcy pending appeal 
should receive sympathetic considera¬ 
tion. there is no indication that con¬ 
tractors will suffer more in this regard in 


litigation under Government contracts 
than in litigation under subcontract 
or commercial contracts. 

The S&E case is no argument against 
a Government right of appeal. That 
case dealt only with the legal issue under 
the existing clause and statutes and not 
with the policy question whether the 
clause and statutes should be changed. 
Also, that case is conclusive only as to 
the legal standing of the Comptroller 
General and the Attorney General to in¬ 
stigate a Government appeal. In the 
opinion of many, including the Depart¬ 
ment of Justice, that case does not fore¬ 
close a Government appeal on the ini¬ 
tiative of the head of a procurement 
agency. 

Finally, little weight is given to the 
“trade-off" argument that the contrac¬ 
tor, under the disputes procedure, has 
given up a lot in exchange for the Gov¬ 
ernment giving up its right of appeal. The 
availability of the boards in place of the 
courts for the adjudication of disputes, 
is as much for the benefit of the con¬ 
tractor as for the benefit of the Govern¬ 
ment. Speed and economy in the ad¬ 
judication of the disputes are helpful to 
both, but probably more so to the con¬ 
tractor. 

Nor is the obligation to continue work 
regarded ase a quid pro quo. As has 
been recognized in connection with com¬ 
mercial work, that obligation is good, bad 
or indifferent regardless of the means 
agreed upon for resolving disputes. 

In keeping with the continuance of the 
boards as independent quasi-judicial tri¬ 
bunals. no change should be made in the 
Wunderlich Act standards of review. Lit¬ 
tle support for such change is found in 
the Commission’s report. The Commis¬ 
sion's reference to the Wunderlich Act 
was primarily in the context of remand 
and was ambiguous at best. Where the 
Commission plainly wanted to provide 
for de novo review, as in the case of 
the small claims board of contract ap¬ 
peals, it had no difficulty in expressing 
its intent expressly in those words. In 
any case, in view of the status of the 
boards as independent quasi-judicial 
tribunals, de novo review is not consid¬ 
ered warranted. 

COGP Recommendation G-8. Estab¬ 
lish uniform and relatively short time 
periods within which parties may seek 
judicial review of adverse decisions of 
administrative forums. 

Executive Branch Position. Accept by 
allowing 90 days for appeal from a con¬ 
tracting officer’s decision to the board; 
180 days for appeal from a board deci¬ 
sion to a court; and one year for appeal 
from a contracting officer’s decision di¬ 
rectly to court in a big case, provided 
that the contractor, within 90 days, files 
notice of his intent to appeal directly to 
court. 

Implementation. Implementation will 
be by appropriate changes in the disputes 
clause and the procurement regulations. 
In connection therewith, consideration 
may be given to the question whether the 
periods of limitation should be made ab¬ 
solutely jurisdictional or subject, after 
default, to excuse or waiver for good 
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cause shown. No question in this regard 
is raised as to waiver or extension prior 
to running of the period of limitation. 

Discussion. The 90-day period would 
increase the present 30-day period for 
appeal from the contracting officer and 
thus minimize any need for a waiver of 
default in this respect. The 180-day 
period is more than 60/90-day period 
now allowed for taking an appeal to a 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals 
from the United States District Court. 
In this connection, the Commission said, 
“since the boards as now constituted, 
and further strengthened by our recom¬ 
mendations, are essentially trial courts, 
there is no reason to treat the time period 
for appeal of their decisions any differ¬ 
ently than an appeal from a United 
States District Court or United States 
Court of Claims.” However, a 180-day 
period seems more reasonable, particu¬ 
larly in view of the requirement for 
agency head and Attorney General ap¬ 
proval for appeal by the Government 
from a board decision. 

Also, in the big case where a contrac¬ 
tor is given an option of direct access 
to court, a reduction from the present 
six-year statute of limitations to a one- 
year statute, w T hen combined with the 
90-day notice requirement, would appear 
appropriate to balance the interests of 
the Government and the contractor in 
closing out a contract and minimizing 
the risk of loss of records and knowledge¬ 
able personnel. In a big case, where the 
issues and evidence have not been previ¬ 
ously developed by trial, a one-year 
period would not appear unduly exces¬ 
sive to allow time to draft a complicated 
petition and institute a suit in court. 

COGP Recommendation G-0. Modify 
the present court remand practice to al¬ 
low the reviewing court to take addition¬ 
al evidence and make a final disposition 
of the case. 

Executive Branch Position. Reject. 

Discussion. Since the preferred board 
system makes the board comparable to 
a trial court and the Federal courts to 
appellate courts, present remand prac¬ 
tices should be continued on the basis 
that they are similar to the practices of 
the United States circuit courts of ap¬ 
peal on appeals from United States dis¬ 
trict courts. However, if necessary, it 
should be made clear that the court on 
review of a board decision is authorized 
to make supplemental findings of fact 
not found in the board decision but es¬ 
sential to a resolution of the case where 
the existing board record is adequate to 
support such findings and further evi¬ 
dence is not required. 

It is recognized that the Court of 
Claims has a trial capability and in this 
respect differs from an appellate court. 
Nevertheless, as the Commission pointed 
out, the need for the determination of 
“quantum” or damages is the most com¬ 
mon cause of remand. On the basis of 
their comparative record, there is no 
reason to believe that such further hear¬ 
ing as may be necessary will be more 
economical or expeditious if referred to 
the trial division of the Court of Claims 
than if remanded to the board. On the 
contrary, the majority of remanded cases 
are settled and the prospects of settle¬ 


ment seem greater if the procurement 
agency and its contract administrators 
and attorneys are once again given re¬ 
sponsibility for administering the claim 
and the opportunity of dealing directly 
with the contractor. In addition, any 
recovery by a contractor as the result of 
a board proceeding on remand w T ill be 
chargeable as a contract cost to agency 
appropriations. 

COGP Recommendation G-I0. In¬ 
crease the monetary jurisdictional limit 
of the district courts to $100,000. 

Executive Branch Position. Accept with 
a modification to increase district court 
jurisdiction to $25,000. 

Implementation. Legislation will be 
needed to change district court jurisdic¬ 
tion. 

Discussion. The district courts are al¬ 
ready overloaded. It is also believed 
advisable for the most part to retain the 
advantages of the expertise and speciali¬ 
zation of the Court of Claims in adjudi¬ 
cating Government contract claims and 
establishing the principles of Govern¬ 
ment contract law\ However, an increase 
in district court jurisdiction to $25,000 is 
considered w'arranted to reflect to a limi¬ 
ted extent the inflationary changes in 
dollar values since the $10,000 limit was 
established. 

COGP Recommendation G-ll. Pay in¬ 
terest on claims awarded by administra¬ 
tive and judicial forums. 

Executive Branch Position. Accept. 

Implementation. This recommendation 
has been implemented in the procure¬ 
ment rgulations. 

Discussion. However, proposals to 
change the regulations to start the run¬ 
ning of interest earlier, are referred to 
the Department of Defense and the Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration for consid¬ 
eration. 

COGP Recommendation G-12. Pay all 
court judgments on contract claims from 
agency appropriations if feasible. 

Executive Branch Position. Reject. 

Discussion. Charging court judgments 
to nonagency appropriations may some¬ 
what tend to be counter-productive to 
administrative settlement and may also 
obscure the full cost of some Govern¬ 
ment procurements. Such possibilities are 
regarded as remote. On the other hand, 
a change might cause considerable fund¬ 
ing problems for the agencies and might 
make it harder and longer for the con¬ 
tractors to receive payment of the money 
found due them by court judgment. On 
balance, the burden of advocating legis¬ 
lation to effect a change is not deemed 
warranted. 

• 4 « » « 

Implementing Procedures. As has been 
noted, some changes require legislation 
and others can be made administratively. 
Accordingly, legislation as necessary, or 
otherwise deemed appropriate for initia¬ 
tion by the executive branch, will be 
drafted. Concurrently, it is intended that 
administrative action be taken with all 
deliberate speed to effect such changes 
as can be accomplished without waiting 
for legislation. Industry and public com¬ 
ment will be solicited as appropriate in 
connection with the detailed implemen¬ 
tation of those changes which can be 
made administratively. 


Hugh E. Witt, 
Administrator for 
Federal Procurement Policy. 

March 8, 1976. 

|FR Doc.76-6986 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am| 


CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
and Budget on March 5. 1976 ( 44 U.S.C. 
3509). The purpose of publishing this 
list in the Federal Register is to inform 
the public. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection oi 
information; the agency form num¬ 
bers), if applicable; the frequency with 
which the information is proposed to be 
collected; the name of the reviewer or 
reviewing division within OMB, and an 
indication of who will be the respondents 
to the proposed collection. 

Requests for extension which appear 
to raise no significant issues are to be 
approved after brief notice through this 
release. 

Further information about the items 
on this daily ILst may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office. Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington D.C., 
20503 (202-395-4529), or from the re¬ 
viewer listed. 

New Forms 

17J5. CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

Supplemental Application for Overseas Posi¬ 
tions, CSC 909, single-time, applicants/ 
employees for overseas positions, Caywood, 
D. P., 395-3443. 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

Survey of Outstanding Volume of IRA and 
Keogh Accounts as of March 31, 1976. FR 
1129. single-time, member commercial 
banks, Hulett, D. T., 395-^1730. 

r NIT ED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Questionnaire for Processors and or Import¬ 
ers of Honey, single-time, processors and 
importers of honey, Laveme V. Collins, 
395-5867. 

UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Questionnaire for Producers of Honey, singlc- 
time, producers of honey, Laveme V. Col¬ 
lins. 395 5867. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Hazardous Waste 8urvey, single-time, facil¬ 
ities generating or receiving hazardous 
waste, Lowry, R. L., 395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Health Resources Administration: An Assess¬ 
ment of Retention & Recruitment Activ¬ 
ities in HRA’s Special Health Career Op¬ 
portunity Grants and Special Project 
Awards, HRAOHRO 02L9. single-time, 
grantee and studento. Human Resources 
Division. Richard Eisinger, 395-3532. 
Bureau of International Commerce: Survey 
of Effect on UjS. R. & D. of Proposed Sec¬ 
tion 1.861-8 of the IRS Regs., DIB 82IP. 
single-time, research and development in¬ 
tensive U.S. multinational corporations, 
Hulett, D. T.. 395-4730. 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

National Institute of Education: Directory of 
Eric Microfiche Collections Questionnaire, 
NIE L 53, annually, organizations holding 
Eric microfiche collections. Kathy Wall- 
man. 395-6140. 

Center for Disease Control: Clinical and 
Public Health Laboratory Survey. CDC 
3.924, single-time, public and private health 
laboratories, Richard Eislnger. 395-6140. 

National Institutes of Health: A Study of 
Low Fertility Cohorts in the United States. 
OS-NIH-CH-26, single-time, ever-married 
white women born 1901-10, Richard 
Eislnger, 395-6140. 

department of transportation 

Federal Highway Administration: Question¬ 
naires (2), To Be Used in a Study En¬ 
titled: “Profile and Anthropometric Data 
Relating to the Interstate Truck and Bus 
Driver Populations in the U.S.," single- 
time. truck/bus drivers, Strasser, A.. 395- 
5867. 

National Highway Traffic Safety Administra¬ 
tion: Driver Profile, single-time, driver 
convicted of traffic violations, Richard 
Eislnger, 395-6140. 

Departmental and other: Research Prospec¬ 
tus: “Improved Regulation of Interstate 
Transportation of Migrant Workers," on 
occasion, migrant farm workers. Strasser, 
A., 395-5867. 

Revisions 

u.s. civil service commission 

Supplemental Qualifications Statement Com¬ 
puter Specialist, CSC 972, on occasion, ap¬ 
plicant/employees for overseas positions, 
Caywood. D. P., 395-3443. 

department of health, education, and 

WELFARE 

Office of Human Development: Area Planning 
and Social Services Program Evaluation— 
Service Provider Information Form, s ingle- 
time, area agencies on aging directors, 
Caywood. D. P.. 395-3443. 

Extensions 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Designation of Beneficiary and Optional 
Settlement—Government Life Insurance, 
VA29-336, on occasion. Insured veterans, 
Marsha Traynham. 395-4529. 

Monthly Report of Training and Wages— 
Under Chapter 31, Title 38. tJS.C. 21E- 
1905C, monthly, veterans, Marsha Trayham, 
395—4529. 

Supplement to Medical Application for Gov¬ 
ernment Life Insurance, 29-352A, ou occa¬ 
sion, Insured veterans, Marsha Traynham, 
395—4529. 

Certification of Change or Correction of Name 
(for Government Life Insurance), 29-586, 
on occasion, insured veterans, Marsha 
Traynham, 395-4529. 

Application for Exchange of Total Disability 
Income Provision, 29-467A. on occasion, 
insured veterans, Marsha Traynham, 395- 
4529. 

Application for Reinstatement (Non-Medical 
Comparative Health Statement), Govern¬ 
ment Life Insurance, 29-353, on occasion, 
insured veterans. Marsha Traynham, 395- 
4529. 

Notice of Past Due Payment (National Serv¬ 
ice Life Insurance). 29-389E. on occasion, 
insured veterans, Marsha Traynham. 395- 
4529. 

Application for Exchange to Special Endow¬ 
ment at Age 96 Plan, 29-358A, on occasion, 
insured veterans, Marsha Traynham, 395- 
4529. 

Transfer of (Scholastic) Credit (Schools), 
FL21E-315, on occasion, school. Marsha 
Traynham. 395-4529. 


Request for Employment In Connection With 
a Claim for Disability Insurance Benefits. 
FL-29-30A, on occasion. Insured veterans, 
Marsha Traynham. 395-4529. 

Insurance Deduction Authorization. 29 888. 
on occasion, insured veterans. Marsha 
Traynham. 395-4529. 

NATIONAL CAPITOL PLANNING COMMISSION 

Federal Employee Travel Survey, single-time. 
Federal employees. Marsha Traynham. 
395-4529. 

U.S. CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

Supplemental Qualifications Statement— 
Nurse. CSC 991, on occasion, applicants 
for Nurse, Caywood. D. P., 395-3443. 

department of housinc and urban 
development 

Housing Production and Mortgage: Permis¬ 
sion To Occupy—Section 213 Cooperation 
Housing Units. FHA-3219. on occasion, 
contractor. Community and Veterans Af¬ 
fairs, Division. 395-3532. 

Phillip D. Larsen, 

Budget and Manageinent Officer. 

IFR Doc.76-7083 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am| 


OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL REGISTER 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 
REQUIREMENTS 

Availability of Agency Index Material; 

Notice Relating to Use of Format 

The Freedom of Information Act re¬ 
quires agencies to maintain and make 
available for public inspection and copy¬ 
ing current indexes providing identifying 
information for the public as to any mat¬ 
ter issued, adopted, or promulgated after 
July 4. 1967, and required to be made 
available or published (5 U.S.C. 552(a) 
(2)). Recent amendments (Pub. L. 93- 
502, November 21, 1974, 88 Stat. 1561) 
require the publication (with some ex¬ 
ceptions) and distribution of these in¬ 
dexes at least quarterly. 

In an effort to assist agencies in pub¬ 
licizing the availability and content of 
their indexes the following format has 
been developed in consultation with the 
Office of the Attorney General. It is in¬ 
tended to provide a convenient way of 
announcing the indexes themselves and 
setting forth in one place the information 
necessary for the ordering or inspection 
of such indexes. 

Each agency wishing to use this for¬ 
mat should submit information at least 
quarterly to the Office of the Federal 
Register by March 31, June 30. Septem¬ 
ber 30. and December 31. The informa¬ 
tion will then be compiled and published 
in the Federal Register. The annual 
compilation for 1975 appeared in the 
Federal Register of January 30, 1976, at 
page 4678. The Office of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister is taking this opportunity to remind 
agencies of the availability of this 
service. 

Instructions for agency use are in¬ 
cluded on the format itself and blank 
copies are available from the Office of the 
Federal Register. Questions regarding 
the format should be directed to the 
Office of the Federal Register, National 
Archives and Records Service, Washing¬ 
ton. DC 20408. 

Fred J. Emery, 

Director of the Federal Register. 

March 5, 1976. 
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Availability of agency index material 

Instructions for agencies. 5 U.S.C. 552 (commonly culled the Freedom of Information Act) requires agencies to maintain and 
make available for public inspection and copying current indexes providing identifying information for the public as to any matter 
issued, adopted, or promulgated after July 4, 1967, and required to be made available or published (5 U.S.C. 552(a)(2)). Recent amend¬ 
ments (Public Law 93-502, Nov. 21, 1974, 88 Stat. 1501) require the publication (with some exceptions) and distribution of these 
indexes at least quarterly. The following format is designed for use by agencies in notifying the public of the availability of these 
indexes for sale and/or public inspection. This information should be submitted to the Office of the Federal Register typewritten, in 
triplicate, with the signature, title, and telephone nuinl>er of the approving official at the bottom. The information should be sub¬ 
mitted quarterly on or before Mar. 31, June 30, Sept. 30, and Dec. 31, and mailed to the Office of the Federal Register, National 
Archives and Records Service, Washington, D.C. 20408. Information submitted by agencies will be compiled and published quarterly 
in the Federal Register. Blank copies are available from the Office of the Federal Register or by calling 202--523-526G. 


Agency ami subagency name 

Index title, lieriod covered, brie/ descrip¬ 
tion of contents 

Order from: price, make checks payable 
to— 

For inspection, copying or additional In¬ 
formation contact— 






Quarter: 

January to March_ Stpnature of authorizing official:_ 

April to June __ Title:_ 

July to September_ Telephone No.:_ 

October to December_ 

Date:___ 

|PR Doc.76-6867 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


POSTAL RATE COMMISSION 

[Docket No. R76-11 

POSTAL RATE AND FEE CHANGES, 
1975 

Proposed Change in the Fee for Address- 
Correction Service 

March 5, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that on March 
3, 1976, the United States Postal Service 
(hereinafter Postal Service or Service), 
in accordance with chapter 36 of title 39. 
United States Code, filed a Request for 
a recommended decision on a change in 
the fee for address-correction service. 

The Postal Service states that its Re¬ 
quest is filed pursuant to rule 54 <p) of 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure <39 CFR 3001.54(p>). Rule 54 
(p) is a special waiver (applicable only 
to minor rate cases) of the rules appli¬ 
cable to requests for changes in rates 
and fees. The Postal Service further 
states that for procedural purposes it 
requests that the instant Request be con¬ 
sidered with other rate and fee requests 
which are now before the Postal Rate 
Commission in Docket No. R76-1. 

In its Request the Postal Service indi¬ 
cates that its filing is made in accordance 
with the direction of the Board of Gover¬ 
nors of the Postal Service following the 
Board’s consideration of the specific pro¬ 
posed fee increase for the address-cor¬ 
rection service. The Service further as¬ 
serts that the Board’s action is in ac¬ 
cordance with “Associated Third Class 
Mail Users v. United States Postal Serv¬ 
ice.” Civil No. 75-1809 (D.D.C., December 
16, 1975) but without prejudice to the 
Service’s appeal from the decision of that 
case. 

The current charge for the address- 
correction fee is ten cents and the Postal 
Service proposes to increase the fee to 
twenty-five cents. In this regard the 
Service states that the revenues which 
would result from this service in the 
absence of a fee increase would be 
$12,887 million for fiscal year 1976. With 
the imposition of the fee increase the 


Service estimates that revenues will 
total $27,384 million for fiscal year 1976. 
According to the Service the increase in 
the fee for address correction is neces¬ 
sary to meet the standards of 39 U.S.C. 
3622(b) and is designed to produce rev¬ 
enue that w T ill equal as nearly as practi¬ 
cable the attributable costs of the service. 
Accordingly, the Postal Service requests 
this Commission to submit a recommen¬ 
ded decision to the Governors of the 
Postal Service on a change in fee for 
address-correction service. 

Pending the resolution of procedural 
issues which may be raised with respect 
to the instant Request, the Commission 
is treating it as the Postal Service’s 
“third amendment’’ to its September 19, 
1975 Request for a recommended deci¬ 
sion on changes in rates of postage and 
fees for postal services, filed in Docket 
No. R76-1. 

The Request of the Postal Service for 
a recommended decision on a change in 
fee for address-correction is on file with 
the Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

James R. Lindsay, 
Secretary . 

|PR Doc.76-6960 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 ami 


PRIVACY PROTECTION STUDY 
COMMISSION 

RECORDKEEPING PRACTICES OF DEPOS¬ 
ITORY AND LENDING INSTITUTIONS 

Hearings 

The Privacy Protection Study Com¬ 
mission will hold public hearings between 
10:00 a.m. and 5:30 p.m. on April 21 and 
22, 1976 in Room 2358, Rayburn House 
Office Building, Washington, D.C. The 
principal topic of these hearings will be 
the recordkeeping practices of deposi¬ 
tory and lending institutions, i.e., com¬ 
mercial banks, mutual savings banks, 
savings and loan associations, credit 
unions, and consumer flnance.companies. 
Under authority of the Privacy Act of 
1974 (Pub. L. 93-579), the Commission 
will consider whether the principles and 


requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974 
should be extended to depository and 
lending institutions and also such other 
legislative recommendations as may be 
necessary to prevent the records of 
financial institutions from being used to 
intrude upon an individual’s personal 
privacy. 

To assist in the development of this 
inquiry, the Commission wishes to learn 
about the experiences and views of in¬ 
terested parties, including members of 
the public, prior to the hearings. Sub¬ 
missions should be made in writing to 
the Executive Director, Privacy Protec¬ 
tion Study Commission, Suite 424, 2120 
L Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20506, 
and should be received in the Commis¬ 
sion offices no later than April 2, 1976. 

Americans have long believed that the 
details of their personal finances are 
nobody’s business but their own and that 
the information they disclosed to de¬ 
pository and lending institutions will not 
travel further. Today, however, there is 
a growing feeling that this belief may 
no longer be valid. Because it is difficult 
today to avoid taking advantage of the 
services that depository and lending in¬ 
stitutions offer, and because of the arrival 
of electronic funds transfer technology, 
serious questions are being raised about 
the adequacy of existing legal protec¬ 
tions for the records that financial in¬ 
stitutions maintain on their individual 
customers. 

The Commission is interested in views 
and statements from the public concern¬ 
ing the record-keeping practices of de¬ 
pository and lending institutions and in 
particular seeks information, views, and 
comments as to the following: (i) The 
uses that depository and lending institu¬ 
tions make of individually identifiable in¬ 
formation about depositors and debtors, 
including the type and form of informa¬ 
tion collected, the collection purposes), 
and the sources from which information 
is obtained and verified; (ii) the effect of 
new services and technologies—including 
point-of-sale services (POS) and auto¬ 
mated clearing houses (ACH>— on the 
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record-keeping practices and policies of 
depository and lending institutions, (iii) 
the organizations to which depository 
and lending institutions disclose indi¬ 
vidually identifiable information in the 
course of providing financial services; 
(iv) the legal and operational relation¬ 
ships between depository and lending in¬ 
stitutions and consumer-reporting agen¬ 
cies, independent authorization services, 
and ‘ bad debt” collection agencies; and 
(b) the policies and procedures of de¬ 
pository and lending institutions with 
regard to access by government agencies 
(i.e., limitations on search, release of 
documents, advance notice to the cus¬ 
tomer) , legal requirements hi this regard, 
incentives for denial of access or co¬ 
operation with government agencies, and 
related experiences; (vi) the desirability 
and feasibility of applying the principles 
and requirements of the Privacy Act of 
1974 to depository and lending institu¬ 
tions; and (vii) the scope and adequacy 
of existing safeguards for individual pri¬ 
vacy as balanced against the legitimate 
needs of government and society for In¬ 
formation. 

The Commission also requests infor¬ 
mation, views and comments from or 
concerning governmental agencies which 
either regulate the activities of depository 
and lending institutions or make use of 
the information on individuals that such 
institutions maintain. The Commission 
intends to examine the practices of gov¬ 
ernment agencies that use personal in¬ 
formation maintained by depository and 
lending institutions, including the pur¬ 
poses for which such information is ob¬ 
tained and used, the methods of access, 
the appropriateness and feasibility .of 
prior notice to the individual, and the 
effects of forbidding or tightly regulating 
government access. In this connection, 
the Commission will be particularly in¬ 
terested in the experience of the Depart¬ 
ment of Treasury in administering the 
Bank Secrecy Act of 1970 and related 
regulations. 

Finally, the Commission is interested 
in the Federal Government’s role in the 
development and operation of point-of- 
sale and automated clearinghouse facil¬ 
ities, and the effect that role may have 
on (i) the structure of the banking in¬ 
dustry; (ii) government access to finan¬ 
cial records about an individual; (iii) the 
need for improved systems of personal 
identification; and (iv) Federal-State 
relations. 

David F. Linowes, 
Chairman . 

Carole W. Parsons, 
Executive Director, Privacy 
Protection Study Commission . 

[PR Doc.76-6985 Piled 3-10-76;8:45 amj 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[811-2246] 

ACCUMULATION FUND, INCORPORATED 

Order Declaring That Company Has Ceased 
To Be an Investment Company 

March 5, 1976. 

On February 6. 1976, a notice was is¬ 
sued (Investment Company Act Release 


No. 9147) of an application filed on Jan¬ 
uary 19,1976, and an amendment thereto 
on January 27, 1976, by The Accumula¬ 
tion Fund, Inc. (“Applicant”), 245 Park 
Avenue, New York, New York 10017, reg¬ 
istered under the Investment Company 
Act of 1940 (“Act”) as an open-end, di¬ 
versified management investment com¬ 
pany, for an order of the Commission 
pursuant to Section 8(f) of the Act de¬ 
claring that Applicant has ceased to be 
an investment company as defined in the 
Act. The Notice gave interested persons 
an opportunity to request a hearing and 
stated that an order disposing of the 
application would be issued as of course 
unless a hearing should be ordered. No 
request for a hearing has been filed and 
the Commission has not ordered a hear¬ 
ing. 

The matter has been considered and 
it is found that Applicant has ceased to 
be an investment company. Accordingly, 

It is ordered, pursuant to Section 8(f) 
of the Act, that the registration of The 
Accumulation Fund, Inc., under the Act 
shall forthwith cease to be in effect. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management Regulation, 
pursuant to delegated authority. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-6917 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 


[70-5809] 

ALLEGHENY POWER SYSTEM, INC. 

Proposed Issue and Sale of Short-Term 
Notes to Banks and to Commercial 
Paper Dealers; Request for Exception 
From Competitive Bidding 

March 4, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that Allegheny 
Power System, Inc. (“APS”), 320 Park 
Avenue, New York, New York 10022, a 
registered holding company, has filed an 
application with this Commission pur¬ 
suant to the Public Utility Holding Com¬ 
pany Act of 1935 (“Act”), designating 
Section 6(b) of the Act and Rule 50(a) 
(5) promulgated thereunder as applica¬ 
ble to the proposed transaction. All in¬ 
terested persons are referred to the 
application, summarized below, for a 
complete statement of the proposed 
transaction. 

APS proposes to borrow funds, during 
the period March 31, 1976 to September 
30, 1977, by issuing, selling and renew¬ 
ing short-term notes to banks and com¬ 
mercial paper to one or more commer¬ 
cial paper dealers in an aggregate 
amount not to exceed $60,000,000 out¬ 
standing at any one time. It is stated 
that the notes and commercial paper 
will be issued and renewed from time to 
time as funds may be required prior to 
September 30, 1977, provided that no 
such notes or commercial paper will ma¬ 
ture after March 31, 1978. Accordingly, 
APS requests that, from the date of the 
granting of the application filed in this 
matter to September 30, 1977, the ex¬ 
emption from the provisions of Section 
6(a) of the Act. afforded to it by the 
first sentence of Section 6(b) thereof, be 
increased to the extent necessary to per¬ 
mit the proposed program of short-term 
borrowing. 


Although no commitment or agree¬ 
ment for any of the proposed borrowing 
has been made, it is anticipated that 
seven designated commercial banks will 
make available to APS varying lines of 
credit aggregating $175,000,000. provided 
that the total borrowings by APS will at 
no time exceed the total amount author¬ 
ized by this Commission. APS states that 
the unsecured promissory notes, to be 
issued to the banks as evidence of such 
borrowings, will mature not more than 
270 days after issuance or renewal, will 
be prepayable at any time without pre¬ 
mium or penalty, and will bear interest 
at a rate not exceeding the prime rate of 
each lending bank in effect at the date 
of the borrowing. APS anticipates that 
the banks will require compensating bal¬ 
ances at levels generally approximating 
10% of the line of credit plus 10% of 
the amount of notes outstanding; thus, 
if APS maintained balances solely to 
fulfill compensating balance require¬ 
ments for borrowings, the effective in¬ 
terest cost to APS. assuming a prime rate 
of 7%, would be approximately 8.75%. 

APS further proposes to issue and sell 
commercial paper, in the form of promis¬ 
sory notes in denominations of not less 
than $50,000, nor more than $5,000,000, 
to one or more commercial paper dealers 
at a discount not in excess of the dis¬ 
count rate per annum prevailing at the 
time of issuance for commercial paper 
of comparable quality and of like matu¬ 
rity sold to commercial paper dealers. 
APS states that the commercial paper 
notes will be of varying maturities, with 
no maturity more than 270 days after 
the date of issue, and that they will not 
be prepayable. APS states further that 
it may issue the commercial paper notes 
if the interest cost thereof is equal to or 
less than the effective interest cost at 
which it could borrow funds from the 
seven commercial banks with which it 
has lines of credit or if APS cannot at 
that time borrow the same amount for 
the same period of time from such banks. 
It is expected that the commercial paper 
dealers will reoffer the commercial paper 
notes to not more than 200 of their cus¬ 
tomers, identified and designated in a 
non-public list prepared in advance by 
the dealers, at a discount rate of Ve of 1 % 
per annum less than the discount rate 
to APS. It is expected further that the 
dealers' customers will hold the commer¬ 
cial paper notes to maturity; but, if any 
such customers wish to resell prior to 
maturity, their dealers will repurchase 
the notes pursuant to a verbal repur¬ 
chase agreement and will reoffer them 
to other customers on their non-public 
lists. 

It is stated that the proceeds from the 
issue, sale and renewal of the proposed 
short-term borrowings will be invested 
in APS' operating subsidiaries, through 
capital contributions or purchases of 
common stock, to assist them in financ¬ 
ing their construction programs. It is 
presently estimated that for 1976 and 
1977, the cost of these construction pro¬ 
grams. will total approximately $514- 
000,000 (including allowance for funds 
used during construction) and that APS’ 
investment in its operating subsidiaries 
will total approximately $108,500,000. 
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APS requests that the proposed issue 
and sale of the commercial paper notes 
be excepted from the competitive bid¬ 
ding requirement pursuant to a finding 
by this Commission under Rule 50(a) (5). 

It is stated that the fees and expenses 
to be incurred by APS in connection with 
the proposed transaction are estimated 
to be approximately $10,400, including 
credit rating fees of $8,000. It is further 
stated that no state commission and no 
federal commission, other than this 
Commission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transaction. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than March 
30, 1976, request in writing that a hear¬ 
ing be held on such matter, stating the 
nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues of fact or 
law raised by said application which he 
desires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary. 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or 
by mail upon the applicant at the above- 
stated address, and proof of service (by 
affidavit or, in case of an attorney at 
law. by certificate) should be filed with 
the request. At any time after said date, 
the anplication, as it may be amended, 
may be granted as provided in Rule 23 
of the General Rules and Regulations 
promulgated under the Act, or the Com¬ 
mission may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive any no¬ 
tices and orders issued in tills matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

iSEALl George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-6918 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 amj 


| File Nos. 2-28521; (22-4941) ) 

ALLIED PRODUCTS CORP. 

Application and Opportunity for Hearing 
March 4, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that the Allied 
Products Corporation (the “Company 0 ) 
has filed an application under clause (fi) 
of Section 310<b> (1) of the Trust Inden¬ 
ture Act of 1939 (the “Act”) for a find¬ 
ing that the trusteeship of Continental 
Illinois National Bank and Trust Com¬ 
pany of Chicago (“Continental”) under 
four indentures, one heretofore qualified 
under the Act, two which were not quali¬ 
fied under the Act because of the exemp¬ 
tion contained in Section 304(a)(4) of 
the Act, but which were the subject of 
a Commission Order under Section 310 
(b)(1) (ii) of the Act. and one new in¬ 
denture which will not be qualified under 
the Act because of the exemption con¬ 
tained in Section 304(a) (4) of the Act, 


is not so likely to involve a material con¬ 
flict of interest as to make it necessary in 
the public interest or for the protection 
of investors to disqualify Continental 
from acting as Trustee under any such 
indenture. 

Section 310<b) of the Act provides in 
part that if a trustee under an indenture 
qualified under the Act has or shall ac¬ 
quire any conflicting interest it shall 
within ninety days after ascertaining 
that it has such conflicting interest, 
either eliminate such conflicting interest 
or resign. Subsection (1) of such Sec¬ 
tion provides, in effect, with certain ex¬ 
ceptions that a trustee under a qualified 
indenture shall be deemed to have a con¬ 
flicting interest if such trustee is trustee 
under another indenture under which 
any other securities of the same issuer 
are outstanding. However, under clause 
(ii) of subsection (1), there may be ex¬ 
cluded from the operation of this pro¬ 
vision another indenture under which 
other securities of the issuer are out¬ 
standing, if the issuer shall have sus¬ 
tained the burden of proving, on appli¬ 
cation to the Commission and after op¬ 
portunity for hearing thereon, that 
trusteeship under such qualified inden¬ 
ture and such other indenture is not so 
likely to involve a material conflict of 
interest as to make it necessary in the 
public interest or for the protection of 
investors to disqualify such trustee from 
acting as trustee under either of such in- 
den tures. 

The Company alleges that: (1) Con¬ 
tinental is presently acting as trustee 
under an indenture dated January 15. 
1968, between Continental as trustee and 
the Company (the “1968 Indenture”), 
pursuant to which $14,803,100 principle 
amount of 7% Senior Subordinated De¬ 
bentures due 1984 of the Company (the 
“Debentures”) w^ere outstanding as of 
December 31. 1975. The 1968 Indenture 
was qualified under the Act and contains 
the provisions permitted by the proviso 
of Section 310(b)(1) of the Act. The pay 
ment of principal and interest with re¬ 
spect to the Debentures Is subordinated 
to prior payment in full, when due, of 
all senior debt as defined in the 1968 In¬ 
denture. Th Debentures were registered 
under the Securities Act of 1933 (the 
“1933 Act”) on Form S-l (File No. 2- 
28521). 

(2) As of December 31.1975, the Town 
of Olive Branch, Mississippi (“Olive 
Branch”)had outstanding approximately 
$800,000 principal amount of Series 1975 
Industrial Development Revenue Bonds 
(the “Olive Branch Bonds"). The Olive 
Branch Bonds were issued under an In¬ 
denture dated as of November 1, 1975 
(the “Olive Branch Indenture”) between 
Olive Branch and Continental, as Trust¬ 
ee. The Olive Branch Bonds were not 
registered under the 1933 Act pursuant 
to the exemption contained in Section 
3(a)(2) thereof. The Olive Branch In- 
den ture was not qualified under the 1939 
Act pursuant to the exemption contained 
in Section 304(a)(4) thereof (referring 
to Section 3(a)(2) of the 1939 Act). 
The Company is the lessee of the project 


financed with the proceeds from the is¬ 
suance of the Olive Branch Bonds. 

As of December 31, 1975, the City of 
Prattville, Alabama (“Prattville”) had 
outstanding approximately $1,100,000 
principal amount of APC Series Indus¬ 
trial Development Revenue Bonds (the 
“Prattville Bonds”). The Prattville Bonds 
were issued under an Indenture dated as 
of November 1. 1975 (the “Prattville In¬ 
denture”) between Prattville and Con¬ 
tinental, as Trustee. The Prattville Bonds 
were not registered under the 1933 Act 
pursuant to the exemption contained in 
Section 3(a)(2) thereof. The Prattville 
Indenture was not qualified under the 
1939 Act pursuant to the exemption con¬ 
tained in Section 304(a) (4) thereof (re¬ 
ferring to Section 3(a)(2) of the Act). 
The Company is the lessee of the project 
financed with the proceeds from the is¬ 
suance of the Prattville Bonds. 

(3) The trusteeship of Continental un¬ 
der the 1968 Indenture, the Olive Branch 
Indenture and the Prattville Indenture 
was the subject of an Application of the 
Company dated October 30, 1975 pursu¬ 
ant to Section 310(b) (1) (ii) of the 1939 
Act (the “Olive Branch Application*) 
File No. 3-4817. The Olive Branch Appli¬ 
cation set forth certain information con¬ 
cerning the Debentures, the 1968 Inden¬ 
ture, the Olive Branch Bonds, the Olive 
Branch Indenture, the Prattville Bonds 
and the Prattville Indenture. On Decem¬ 
ber 18,1975, the Securities and Exchange 
Commission entered an Order (Release 
No. 39-423) to the effect that the trust¬ 
eeship of Continental under the 1968 In¬ 
denture, the Olive Branch Indenture and 
the Prattville Indenture were not likely 
to involve a material conflict of inter¬ 
est. There have been no material changes 
in the statements made in the Olive 
Branch Application, and the statements 
in the Olive Branch Application are 
hereby incorporated herein by reference. 

(4) The Company proposes to enter 
into a lease agreement (the “1975 Lease 
Agreement”) with the City of Fort Dodge 
Iowa (“FOrt Dodge”) whereby Allied wall 
lease from Fort Dodge, for use in an ex¬ 
isting manufacturing facility, certain 
land and equipment (the “Equipment”) 
consisting of production equipment and 
facilities as described in Exhibits A and 
B to the 1975 Lease Agreement. Fort 
Dodge proposes to issue approximately 
$2,500,000 principal amount of Series 
1975 A Industrial Development Revenue 
Bonds (the “1975 Fort Dodge Bonds”) 
bearing interest at a rate to be deter¬ 
mined immediately prior to sale. The 
1975 Fort Dodge Bonds will not be regis¬ 
tered under the 1933 Act pursuant to the 
exemption contained in Section 3<a)(2> 
thereof. The 1975 Fort Dodge Bonds will 
be issued under an Indenture ( the “1975 
Fort Dodge Indenture”) between Fort 
Dodge and a commercial bank as Trustee. 
The 1975 Fort Dodge Indenture will not 
be qualified under the 1939 Act pursuant 
to the exemption contained in Section 
304(a)(4) thereof (referring to Section 
3(a)(2) of the 1933 Act). 

The Company and Fort Dodge desire to 
have Continental act as Trustee under 
the 1975 Fort Dodge Indenture. All of 
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the 1975 Fort Dodge Bonds will be pur¬ 
chased by Continental as principal for 
its own account and will be held for in¬ 
vestment purposes. 

(5) An Application dated July 16, 1974 
(the “1974 Fort Dodge Application*’) was 
filed by the Company with the Securities 
and Exchange Commission pursuant to 
Section 310(b) (1) (ii) of the 1939 Act 
(File No. 3-4526). The 1974 Fort Dodge 
Application set forth certain informa¬ 
tion respecting Industrial Development 
Revenue Bonds (the 'T974 Fort Dodge 
Bonds”) proposed to be issued by Fort 
Dodge pursuant to an Indenture (the 
“1974 Fort Dodge Indenture”) proposed 
to be entered into between Fort Dodge 
and Continental, as Trustee. The 1974 
Fort Dodge Application also described a 
lease agreement (the “1974 Lease Agree¬ 
ment”) pursuant to which the Company 
would lease the project to be financed 
from the issuance of the 1974 Fort Dodge 
Bonds. The 1974 Fort Dodge Bonds were 
issued under the 1974 Fort Dodge Inden¬ 
ture with a bank other than Continental 
as Trustee for reasons unrelated to the 
eligibility of Continental to act as Trust¬ 
ee under the conflict of interest provi¬ 
sions of the 1939 Act. The “Equipment*' 
described in the 1974 Lease Agreement 
is substantially the same Equipment de¬ 
scribed in the 1975 Lease Agreement. The 
proceeds from the sale of the 1975 Fort 
Dodge Bonds will be used to refund the 

1974 Fort Dodge Bonds and to purchase 
certain additional equipment. The 1974 
Fort Dodge Application also sets forth 
certain facts relating to the Debentures 
and the 1968 Indenture. On December 
4. 1974 the Securities and Exchange 
Commission entered an Order (Release 
No. 39-373) to the effect that the trust¬ 
eeship of Continental under the 1968 In¬ 
denture and the 1974 Fort Dodge Inden¬ 
ture was not likely to involve a material 
conflict. 

(6) The provisions of the 1975 Fort 
Dodge Indenture are substantially iden¬ 
tical to the provisions of the 1974 Fort 
Dodge Indenture with the exception of 
references to the refunding of the 1974 
Fort Dodge Bonds. The provisions of the 

1975 Lease Agreement are substantially 
identical to the provisions of the 1974 
Lease Agreement. The statements made 
in the 1974 Fort Dodge Application are 
hereby incorporated herein by reference 
and said statements are hereby re¬ 
affirmed by the Company as of the date 
hereof as if all statements therein relat¬ 
ing to the 1974 Fort Dodge Indenture, 
the 1974 Fort Dodge Bonds and the 1974 
Lease Agreement were specifically set 
forth herein with respect to, respectively, 
the 1975 Fort Dodge Indenture, the 1975 
Fort Dodge Bonds and the 1975 Lease 
Agreement. All of the statements set 
forth in the 1974 Fort Dodge Application 
relating to the Debentures and to the 
trusteeship of Continental under the 1968 
Indenture and the 1974 Fort Dodge In¬ 
denture (and, by incorporation by refer¬ 
ence, the 1975 Fort Dodge Indenture) 
are reaffirmed as of the date hereof. 

The only material circumstance which 
has changed since the 1974 Fort Dodge 
Application was granted is the interven¬ 
ing issuance of the Olive Branch and 
Prattville Bonds pursuant to the Olive 


Branch and Prattville Indentures with 
respect to which Continental is trustee. 

(7) The differences between the 1968 
Indenture and the Olive Branch and 
Prattville Indentures and between the 
1968 Indenture and the 1975 Fort Dodge 
Bonds (by reason of incorporation by 
reference of the 1974 Fort Dodge Appli¬ 
cation) are set forth in Paragraphs 
XIII and XI, respectively, of the Olive 
Branch Application and the 1974 Fort 
Dodge Application. 

(8) In the opinion of the Company, 
none of the differences indicated in the 
Olive Branch Application and the 1974 
Fort Dodge Application, nor any of the 
provisions of the 1968, Olive Branch, 
Prattville and 1975 Fort Dodge Inden¬ 
tures. are likely to involve a material 
conflict of interest so as to make it nec¬ 
essary in the public Interest or for the 
protection of any holder of Debentures 
or Olive Branch, Prattville or 1975 Fort 
Dodge Bonds to disqualify Continental 
from acting as Trustee under the 1968 
Indenture, the Olive Branch Indenture, 
the Prattville Indenture and the 1975 
Fort Dodge Indenture. 

(9) Allied hereby waives notice of 
hearing and waives hearing in connec¬ 
tion with this Application and also waives 
any and all rights to specify procedures 
under the Rules of Practice of the Se¬ 
curities and Exchange Commission with 
respect to this Application. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
matters of fact and law asserted, all per¬ 
sons are referred to said application, 
which is a public document on file in the 
Office of the Commission's Public Ref¬ 
erence Section at 1100 L Street, N.W* 
Washington, D.C. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than 
March 30. 1976 request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues of fact or law 
raised by said application which he de¬ 
sires to controvert, or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20549. At any time 
after said date, the Commission may is¬ 
sue an order granting the application, 
upon such terms and conditions as the 
Commission may deem necessary or ap¬ 
propriate in the public interest and in¬ 
terest of investors, unless a hearing is 
ordered by the Commission. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporation Finance, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

f seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

IFR Doc.76-6919 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


CANDLEWYCKE INNS, LTD. 

(File No. 24SF-3822 J 

Order Permanently Suspending Exemption, 
Statement of Reasons'Therefor 

March 2.1976. 

I. Candlewycke Inns., Ltd. (“Candle¬ 
wycke”), 1131 Tropicana Avenue, Las 


Vegas. Nevada 89109, was incorporated 
under the laws of the State of Nevada on 
January 12, 1971. Its articles of incor¬ 
poration authorized the issuance of 7,- 
500,000 shares of common stock, par 
value $.01, and stated that its principal 
offices were located at 1688 Twain Ave¬ 
nue. Las Vegas. Nevada. Although never 
reflected by amendment to its articles of 
incorporation, this address was later 
changed to 1131 Tropicana Avenue, Las 
Vegas. Nevada. 

On November 3, 1971, Candlewycke 
filed a Regulation A Notification and Of¬ 
fering Circular with the San Francisco 
Branch Office. The company intended to 
offer 250,000 shares of $.01 par value 
common stock, at $1.00 per share, for an 
aggregate offering price of $250,000. On 
February 18, 1972. subsequent to a re¬ 
quest for acceleration, the San Francisco 
Office authorized the commencement of 
the offering. To this date. Candlewycke 
has not reported any shares as having 
been sold. 

The assistance of an underwriter w r as 
initially not contemplated, but on July 6, 
1972, the company amended its Offer¬ 
ing Circular to name the Las Vegas firm 
of Priestley & Pace Securities, Inc., as 
underwriter for the offering. On March 1. 
1974, the Nevada Secretary of State re¬ 
voked Candlewycke’s articles of incor¬ 
poration for failure to file a list of its 
officers and directors. 

n. On December 30,1975, the Commis¬ 
sion temporarily suspended the Regula¬ 
tion A exemption of Candlewycke stating 
that it had reason to believe that: 

A. The Notification and Offering Cir¬ 
cular of Candlewycke contained untrue 
statements of material facts and omitted 
to state material facts necessary in order 
to make the statemens made, in light of 
the circumstances under which they 
were made, not misleading, particularly 
with respect to: 

1. The failure to disclose that on 
March 1, 1974, the Nevada Secretary of 
State revoked the articles of incorpora¬ 
tion of candlewycke: 

2. The failure to disclose that the as¬ 
sets of Candlewycke were subjected to a 
Sheriff’s sale in December, 1972: 

3. The failure to disclose that Candle¬ 
wycke is no longer doing business; 

4. The failure to disclose that Priest¬ 
ley & Pace Securities. Inc., is no longer 
associated as underwriter for the offer¬ 
ing and that the underwriter withdrew 
its registration as a Broker/Dealer ef¬ 
fective July 11, 1975; and 

5. The failure to disclose the existence 
of tax liens in the amount of $14,544.30 
levied by the United States Internal Rev¬ 
enue Service on Candlewycke. 

B. Candlewycke failed to comply with 
the terms and conditions of Regulation 
A in that it failed to file a Form 2-A 
sales report as required by Rule 260 
under Regulation A. 

C. Candlewycke failed to cooperate 
with the Commission in that Candle¬ 
wycke and its principal officers resisted 
numerous attempts by the Commission’s 
staff to assist Candlewycke in complying 
with the Regulation A requirements In 
that, inter alia, Candlewycke and Its 
principal officers: 
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1. Failed to respond to comment letters 
dated July 19, 1972 and November 24, 
1972; 

2. Failed to respond to numerous re¬ 
quests by the staff for the voluntary 
withdrawal or termination of Candle- 
wycke's Regulation A filing. 

D. The offering, if permitted to con¬ 
tinue, would be in violation of Section 17 
of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended. 

in. No hearing having been requested 
by Candlewycke within thirty days after 
entry of the order temporarily suspend¬ 
ing its exemption under Regulation A, 
the Commission finds that it is in the 
public interest and for the protection of 
investors that the exemption be perma¬ 
nently suspended. 

It is ordered, pursuant to Rule 261 of 
the General Rules and Regulations under 
the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, 
that the exemption of Candlewycke 
under Regulation A be permanently sus¬ 
pended. 

By the Commission. 

fSEALl George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

IFR Doc.76-6920 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 amj 


18R-CBOE-75-61 

CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE 

Order Approving Proposed Rule Change 

March 5, 1976. 

On November 12, 1975, the Chicago 
Board Options Exchange, LaSalle at 
Jackson, Chicago. Illinois 60604, filed 
with the Commission, pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 19(b) of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 (the “Act’'), as amended by 
the Securities Acts Amendments of 1975, 
and Rule 19b-4 thereunder, copies of a 
proposed rule change. The proposed rule 
change would amend Exchange Rule 7.5 
to broaden the obligation of Supple¬ 
mental Market Makers. The proposed 
rule change w*ould also amend Exchange 
Rule 12.3(b)(1)(C) and add paragraph 
(d) to Rule 12.3; the object of these pro¬ 
posals is to strengthen the Exchange's 
initial and maintenance margin require¬ 
ments. 

Notice of the proposed rule change 
together with the text of the proposed 
rule change was given by publication of 
a Commission Release (Securities Ex¬ 
change Act Release No. 11913 (Dec. 10, 
1975)), and by publication in the Federal 
Register (40 Fed. Reg. 59266 (Dec. 22, 
1975 >). During the course of the public 
comment period, the Exchange filed at 
the Commission’s suggestion an amend¬ 
ment to paragraph (b) (1) (C) <ii) of pro¬ 
posed Rule 12.3, to clarify the provision’s 
intent that in the case of a short listed 
call option offset by a long position in a 
security exchangeable or convertible into 
the security underlying the call option, 
where no money is payable upon ex¬ 
change or conversion of the long security, 
such security is valued for margin pur¬ 
poses at the lesser of the exercise price 
of the call option or the market value 
of such security. The Exchange also con¬ 
sented to extend until March 5,1976, the 
Commission’s time to act upon the pro¬ 


posed rule change pursuant to Section 19 

(b) of the Act, as amended. 

The Commission finds that the pro¬ 
posed rule change, as amended, is con¬ 
sistent with the requirements of the Act 
and the rules and regulations thereunder 
applicable to national securities ex¬ 
changes, and in particular, the require¬ 
ments of Section 6 and the rules and reg¬ 
ulations thereunder. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
Section 19(b) (2) of the Act, that the 
proposed rule change filed with the Com¬ 
mission on November 12, 1975, as 

amended, be, and it hereby is, approved. 

For the Commission by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

[seal! George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-6921 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


I Release No. 34-12165: File No. SR-CBOE- 
76-5] 

CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Self-Regulatory Organizations 

Pursuant to Section 19(b)(1) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 15 
U.S.C. 78s (b) (1) as amended by Pub. L. 
No. 94-29, 16 (June 4, 1975), notice is 
hereby given that on March 2, 1976, the 
above-mentioned self-regulatory organi¬ 
zation filed with the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission a proposed rule 
change as follows: 

A. Statement of the Terms of Sub¬ 
stance of the Proposed Rule Change. 
Rule 6.49, concerning Transactions Off 
the Exchange is proposed to be amended, 
by deleting the following language; 

(a) To obtain a better net price. No 
member shall execute off the Exchange, 
whether for an account in which he has 
interest or the account of a customer, 
any purchase or sale of an option for a 
premium in excess of $1 covering the 
same underlying security and having the 
same exercise price and expiration date 
as a series of options currently open for 
trading on the Exchange unless; (1) the 
member has attempted to execute the 
transaction on the floor of the exchange 
and has reasonably ascertained that it 
may be executed at a better net price 
.off the floor; and (2) the customer, if 
any, has been informed of, and has ap¬ 
proved, the execution of his order off the 
floor of the Exchange. 

(b) Record must be kept. For each 
transaction in which a member executes 
off the Exchange any purchase or sale 
of an option covering the same underly¬ 
ing security and having the same or 
substantially the same exercise price and 
expiration date as a series of options 
currently open for trading on the Ex¬ 
change, a record of such transaction 
shall be maintained by such member 
and shaU be available for inspection by 
the Exchange for a period of one year. 
Such record shall indicate the reason 
why the transaction was executed off 
the Exchange. 

The following rule change is proposed 
to replace the above deleted language: 


(a) Except as otherwise provided by 
this Rule, no member acting as principal 
or agent may effect transactions in any 
class of option contracts listed on the 
Exchange for a premium in excess of $1 
other than on the Exchange or on an¬ 
other exchange on which such option 
contracts are listed and traded unless 
the member has attempted to execute 
the transaction on the floor of the Ex¬ 
change and has reasonably ascertained 
that it may be executed at a better price 
off the floor. 

(b) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (a) of this Rule, a member 
acting as agent may execute a custo¬ 
mer’s order for the purchase or sale of 
an option contract listed on the Ex¬ 
change with a third market maker or 
non-member block positioner, provided 
that either immediately before, simul¬ 
taneously with or immediately after such 
execution off the Exchange, the member 
has satisfied all bids or offers for such 
options displayed by the Board Broker 
in accordance with Rule 7.7 at prices 
equal to or better than the transaction 
price off the Exchange. 

(c) For each transaction in which a 
member acting as principal or agent 
executes any purchase or sale of an op¬ 
tion contract listed on the Exchange 
other than on the Exchange or on 
another exchange on which such option 
contracts are listed and traded, a record 
of such transaction shall be maintained 
by such member and shall be available 
for inspection by the Exchange for a 
period of one year. Such record shall in¬ 
clude the circumstances under which the 
transaction which executed in conform¬ 
ity with this Rule. 

(d) For purposes of this Rule the terms 
"third market maker" and "non-member 
block positioner" shall be defined as pro¬ 
vided in Rule 19c-l under the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934. 

Interpretations and Policies. .01. On 
December 19, 1975, the Securities and 
Exchange Commission adopted Rule 
19c-l under the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934. Pursuant to Section 19(c) (4) <C> 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
Rule 19c-l is considered for all purposes 
of said Act to be part of the rules of the 
Exchange. The text of Rule 19c-l is as 
follows: 

Rule 19c-l Governing Off-Board Trad¬ 
ing by Members of National Securities 

Exchanges. 

The Rules of each national securities 
exchange shall provide, on and after 
March 31.1976, as follows: 

(a) Except as hereinafter provided by 
tliis rule, no rule, stated policy or practice 
of this exchange shall prohibit or condi¬ 
tion, or be construed to prohibit, condi¬ 
tion or otherwise limit, directly or indi¬ 
rectly, the ability of any member acting 
as agent to effect transactions on any 
other exchange or over-the-counter with 
a third market maker or non-member 
block positioner in any equity security 
which is listed on the exchange or to 
which unlisted trading privileges on the 
exchange have been extended (‘"ex¬ 
change securities”). 
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(b) Beginning March 31. 1976, and 
ending January 2. 1977, the provisions of 
paragraph (a) of this rule shall not apply 
to a rule of this exchange approved by 
the Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to Section 19(b) (2) of the Se¬ 
curities Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Act”) 
which assures that, either immediately 
before, simultaneously with or imme¬ 
diately after execution of a transaction 
in any exchange security over-the- 
counter with a third market maker or 
non-member block positioner, public 
bids or offers entered on the specialist’s 
book, or on any other limit order mecha¬ 
nism on such exchange, as limited price 
orders at prices equal to or better than 
the transaction price (“limit orders”) 
are satisfied at the limit prices bid or 
offered; provided, however, that such 
limit orders may be required to be satis¬ 
fied at the transaction price under cir¬ 
cumstances consistent with the purposes 
of this rule, the public interest and the 
protection of investors. 

<c) For purposes of this rule: 

(1) The term “third market maker” 
shall mean a “market maker” as defined 
in Rule 15c3-l(c) (8) under the Act. who 
makes markets over-the-counter in ex¬ 
change securities and who maintains the 
minimum net capital required of a 
Market-Maker by Rule 15c3-l under the 
Act. 

(c> The term “non-member block po¬ 
sitioner” shall mean a “block positioner” 
as defined in Rule 17a-17 under the Act 
which is not a member of this exchange. 

B. CBOE’s Statement of Basis and 
Purpose . 1. Purpose of Proposed Rule 
Change. The purpose of the proposed 
amendments to Exchange Rule 6.49 is to 
bring that Rule in conformity with the 
requirements of Rule 19c-l of the Se¬ 
curities Exchange Act of 1934, as 
amended (“the Act”). 

2. Basis Under the Act for Proposed 
Rule Change. The Exchange is acting in 
accordance with the provisions of Rule 
19c-l which require that all exchange 
rules limiting or conditioning the ability 
of members to effect transactions other¬ 
wise than on such exchange be amended 
to reflect the requirements of Rule 19c-l 
of the Act which become effective on 
March 31.1976. 

3. Comments Received From Members , 
Participants or Others on Proposed Rule 
Change. Comments were not solicited, 
nor have comments been received from 
members of the Exchange or otherwise. 

4. Burden on Competition. As stated in 
Rule 19c-l of the Act. no burden is im¬ 
posed upon competition which is not 
necessary or appropriate in the further¬ 
ance of the Act in connection with the 
amendments proposed herein to Ex¬ 
change Rule 6.49. 


On or before April 19. 1976, or within 
such longer period (i) as the Commission 
may designate up to 90 days of such date 
if it finds such longer period to be ap¬ 
propriate and publishes its reasons for 
so finding or (ii) as to w f hich the above- 
mentioned self-regulatory organization 
consents, the Commission will: 


NOTICES 

(A) by order approve such proposed 
rule change, or 

(B) institute proceedings to deter¬ 
mine whether the proposed rule change 
should be disapproved. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views and arguments 
concerning the foregoing. Persons desir¬ 
ing to make written submissions should 
file six copies thereof with the Secretary 
of the Commission, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. Copies of the filing with respect 
to the foregoing and all written submis¬ 
sions will be available for inspection and 
copying in the Public Reference Room. 
1100 L Street, NW„ Washington, D.C. 
Copies of such filing will also be avail¬ 
able for inspection and copying at the 
principal office of the above-mentioned 
self-regulatory organization. All submis¬ 
sions should refer to the file number ref¬ 
erenced in the caption above and should 
be submitted within 15 days of the date 
of this publication. 

For the Commission by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to the dele¬ 
gated authority. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

March 4, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-6925 Filed 3-10-^76:8:45 am] 


[File No. SR-CBOE-76-5] 

CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE 
Filing of Proposed Rule Change 

March 4, 1976. 

The Chicago Board Options Exchange. 
Inc. (“CBOE”) submitted on March 2. 
1976. a proposed rule change under Rule 
19b-4 to conform Rule 6.49 of the Ex¬ 
change’s Rules, concerning the ability of 
members to effect transactions in CBOE 
traded securities off the Exchange, to 
the substantive provisions of SEC Rule 
19c-l. 

Publication of the submission is ex¬ 
pected to be made in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter during the week of March 8 , 1976. 
In order to assist the Commission to 
determine whether to approve the pro¬ 
posed rule change or institute proceed¬ 
ings to determine whether the proposed 
rule change should be disapproved, in¬ 
terested persons are invited to submit 
written data, views and arguments con¬ 
cerning the submission within 15 days 
from the date of publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. Persons desiring to make 
written submissions should file six copies 
thereof with he Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission, Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, 500 North Capitol Street. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20549. Reference should be 
made to File No. SR-CBOE-76-5. 

Copies of the submission and of all 
written comments will be available for 
inspection at the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission’s Public Reference 
Room. 1100 L Street. N.W., Washington, 
D.C. Copies of the filing will also be 
available at the principal office of the 
above-mentioned self-regulatory orga¬ 
nization. 
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For the Commission by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

[ seal 1 George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6927 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am| 
[Release No. 34-12162] 

CONSOLIDATED TRANSACflON 
REPORTING SYSTEM 

Publication of Request for Review of Pro¬ 
hibition on Retransmission of Last Sale 

Reports 

The Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission (the “Commission”) is hereby 
publishing for public comment a letter 
received from Reuters Limited (“Reu¬ 
ters”) requesting that the Commission 
modify or eliminate those provisions of 
the joint industry plan governing the 
operation of the consolidated transac¬ 
tion reporting system (the “Plan”) de¬ 
clared effective by the Commission pur¬ 
suant to Rule 17a-15 under the Securi¬ 
ties Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Act”) 1 
which prohibit Reuters from retrans¬ 
mitting continuous last sale reports dis¬ 
seminated by the Consolidated Tape As¬ 
sociation (the “CTA”) for display as a 
cascading ticker on the Reuter Monitor 
display device (the “Monitor”). 3 Reuters 
has requested that the Commission ex¬ 
ercise its authority under the Act 3 to: 

(i) eliminate those provisions of the 
Plan which impose limitations on re¬ 
transmission; or 

(ii) modify the limitations on retrans¬ 
mission imposed by the Plan; or 

(iii) specifically exempt Reuters from 
the limitations on retransmission im¬ 
posed by the Plan. 4 

The Plan provides that, for both Net¬ 
work A (New York Stock Exchange listed 
securities) and for Network B (American 
Stock Exchange listed securities and 
selected regional listings;, “Cvlendors 
will not be permitted to retransmit on 
a continuous basis the consolidated last 
sale prices received by them, except as 
may be incidental to the operation of 
approved interrogation devices or display 
devices.” 1 These provisions were the sub¬ 
ject of extensive comment by the Com¬ 
mission in reviewing the Plan prior to 
declaring it effective.® The Commission 
was particularly concerned at that time 
that it did not exercise direct regulatory 
authority over securities information 
processors, other than the CTA, and 
arguments might have been raised con¬ 
cerning its authority to assure transmis¬ 
sion of last sale reports by such proces¬ 
sors in a manner that would promote fair 
and orderly markets and protect in¬ 
vestors. Therefore, the Commission 
declined to object to the prohibitions on 
retransmission on several grounds. Those 
grounds included a belief that subsidiza¬ 
tion of the distribution of market in¬ 
formation to remote areas through the 
grant of a monopoly on moving ticker 
displays to the CTA was desirable. In 
this regard, the Commission was aware 
that the CTA would price the ticker on 
a uniform geographic basis, and that in¬ 
dependent vendors, servicing only easily 

See footnotes at end of document. 
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accessible urban centers, might undercut 
the CTA’s prices. In addition, the Com¬ 
mission was concerned that ticker serv¬ 
ices furnished by independent vendors 
might not be as reliable as those provided 
by the exchanges (and, by inference, by 
the CTA). which had (or would have) 
extensive back-up systems. 7 

In its letter. Reuters indicates its 
willingness to enter into an agreement by 
which a subsidy to remote subscribers 
would be assured." In addition. Reuters 
argues that its back-up systems are suf¬ 
ficiently reliable to assure continued 
transmission of last sale data in the 
event of a breakdown in its primary 
equipment. 1 ’ Therefore, Reuters concludes 
that the reasons relied upon by the Com¬ 
mission in declining to object to the 
Plan's limitations on retransmission "no 
longer provide a sound basis for main¬ 
taining such restrictions in effect at this 
time as they apply to Reuters and the 
Monitor technology." ,B 

In order to facilitate its consideration 
of the prohibitions on retransmission 
contained in the Plan, the Commission 
has determined to solicit the comments 
of interested persons as to the issues 
raised in the Reuters letter. Commenta¬ 
tors are requested to address the ques¬ 
tion of whether the grounds on which 
the Commission originally declined to 
object to the prohibitions contained in 
the proposed rules continue to be valid. 
In addition, commentators should ana¬ 
lyze the prohibitions on retransmission 
in light of the Commission’s responsibili¬ 
ties to: 

(i) assure that all securities infor¬ 
mation processors may obtain, for pur¬ 
poses of distribution and publication, on 
fair and reasonable terms such informa¬ 
tion with respect to transactions in such 
securities as is collected, processed, or 
prepared for distribution or publication 
by any exclusive processor acting in such 
capacity; M 

(ii) assure that all securities infor¬ 
mation processors may obtain on terms 
that are not unreasonably discrimina¬ 
tory such information with respect to 
transactions in such securities as is pub¬ 
lished or distributed by any securities 
information processor; 13 and 

(iii) set aside any prohibition or limi¬ 
tation in respect of access to services of¬ 
fered, directly or indirectly, by a reg¬ 
istered securities information processor 
which impose any burden on competition 
not necessary or appropriate in terms 
of the purposes of the Act. u 

The text of the Reuters letter is set 
forth below: 

February 4, 1970. 

Securities and Exchange Commission 
Division o/ Market Regulation , 

500 North Capitol Street , 

Washington, D.C. 20549. 

Attention: Bart Friedman, Esq. 

Gentlemen: Reuters Limited (•‘Reuters") 
hereby requests the staff o l the Securities 
and Exchange Commission (the "Comrals- 
slon”) to recommend to the Commission the 
modification of the provisions of the Con¬ 
solidated Tape Plan (the "Plan")* to permit 
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Reuters to retransmit by means of the Reuter 
Monitor (the **Monitor") continuous last 
sale price information of eligible securities 
for ticker display purposes. 1 * 

As you know, the Plan provides for the 
dissemination of last sale prices of securities 
over the leased private wire facilities of the 
NYSE ("Network A") and the AMEX ("Net¬ 
work B"). These last sale prices are trans¬ 
mitted over Network A and Network B to 
a selected group of vendors r who respond 
to specific inquiries from their subscribers 
for such last sale prices and who report to 
their subscribers changes in last sale prices 
of a number of specified securities. 

The Plan prohibits the "retransmission” 
by vendors of continuous last sale prices of 
securities for ticker display purposes. As dis¬ 
cussed below, the retransmission prohibi¬ 
tions will prevent Reuters from effectively 
competing for the business of brokers desir¬ 
ing full securities information services, and 
are unnecessary and overbroad as applied to 
Reuters. It is Reuters' position that the re¬ 
transmission prohibitions are contrary to the 
purposes of the Securities Acts Amendments 
of 1975 4 (the "Amendments") and of the 
Plan itself, and that the Plan should be mod¬ 
ified in one of the following fashions: 

1. The retransmission prohibitions should 
be eliminated, including, without limitation: 

(a) the words “for the purpose of servicing 
approved interrogation devices (as that term 
Is defined in Section VTTJ) located in the 
offices of approved subscribers, and not for 
the purpose of furnishing a ticker display" 
in the Inst paragraph of Section V(e) of the 
Plan, at 18: 

(b) the sentence "Vendors wf* not be per¬ 
mitted to retransmit on a continuous basis 
the consolidated last sale prices received by 
them except as may be Incidental to the op¬ 
eration of approved interrogation devices or 
dJspiay devices" In the first paragraph of Sec¬ 
tion VIII(a) of the Plan, at 26-27; and 

(c) the sentence "Vendors will not be per¬ 
mitted to retransmit on a continuous basis 
the consolidated last sale prices received by 
them, except as may be incidental to the 
operation of approved interrogation devices 
or display devices" in the first paragraph of 
Section VIII<b) of the Plan, at 28. 

or 

2. The retransmission prohibitions should 
he modified so that a vendor would be per¬ 
mitted to retransmit continuous last sale 
prtce information of eligible securities for 
ticker display purposes, provided that such 
vendor otherwise satisfies the other require¬ 
ments of the Plan as currently constituted, 
and provided further that such vendor satis¬ 
fies the policy Justifications underlying the 
retransmission prohibitions, as enunciated 
by the Commission in its definitive comments 
on the Plan. Thus, the vendor must be pre¬ 
pared to enter into arrangements with the 
Consolidated Tape Association (the "CTA"), 
which administers the Plan, to ensure the 
continued availability of ticker services to 
remote subscribers. In addition, the vendor's 
communications system must be sufficient¬ 
ly reliable to provide sufficient back-up capa¬ 
bilities to ensure the continued flow of last 
sale price information to subscribers without 
serious Interruption, In the event of a break¬ 
down in the primary system." 

3. Reuters’ utilization of the Monitor 
should be specifically exempted from the 
retransmission prohibitions of the Plan. 

Facts 

The Monitor is a financial information re¬ 
trieval system which permits access to an 
extremely comprehensive array of specialized 
information. Including last sale securities 
quotations, up-to-the-minute news, market 


reports and cascading ticker displays de¬ 
signed to keep Monitor subscribers informed 
on a real time b&?is, in a more integrated 
manner than was previously available from 
any single source. 

Thus far, the only subscribers to the Moni¬ 
tor are commodities traders, banks, business 
corporations, and financial Institutions. Reu¬ 
ters Intends to embark in the very near fu¬ 
ture on the marketing of its Monitor ter¬ 
minal geared to the stock brokerage market, 
and it Is in this connection that Reuters is 
seeking permission to "retransmit" Networks 
A and B tapes.* At the present time, the 
Monitor system contains a number of services 
of interest to a variety of brokers (Includ¬ 
ing, for example, services related to the com¬ 
modities, money and options markets). The 
inclusion of stock exchange, tickers—a key 
Item for stock brokers—will make the Moni¬ 
tor much more attractive in this new market 
because it will, for the first time, enable 
stock brokers to retrieve all essential finan¬ 
cial and related Information (Included In a 
number of different services) at high speed 
from a single convenient source—one desk¬ 
top Monitor unit.* 

To provide these manifold services lu an 
integrated fashion, Reuters has developed 1U 
own trarunnlsslon capability whereby, among 
other things. It can program ticket signals 
received from various stock exchanges in its 
own computers and retransmit such signals 
to subscribers for ticker display purposes over 
Reuters* own communication lines. By con¬ 
trast, existing vendors which provide less 
Integrated services to stock brokers rely on 
Western Union circuitry provided by the CTA 
in order to supply such ticker display services. 
If Reuters were able to retransmit the tick¬ 
ers. and so take advantage of the efficiencies 
of the Monitor system, stock brokers could 
receive ticker services at considerably lower 
prices than they are now apparently paying 
therefor. 

In view of the restrictions on "retransmis¬ 
sion" Reuters Is presently attempting to alter 
the Monitor to accent signals transmuted 
over puch Western Union circuitry. 11 Such 
modification will be extremely expensive and 
will defeat the whole purpose of the fully in¬ 
tegrated Monitor system. 

Requiring Reuters to utilize Western Union 
lines as existing vendors do makes it neces¬ 
sary for Reuters to develop at great cost, and 
for subscribers to take at a higher price, oth¬ 
erwise completely unnecessary additional 
equipment to be attached to the Monitor 
receiver. 

As you know, pursuant to the terms of the 
Plan, the NYSE. AMEX. MSE. PSE and PBW 
report to the processor all last sale price* 
to be reported by each such exchange relat¬ 
ing to transactions in securities taking place 
on the floor of such exchange. In addition 
the NASD collects from its members ail last 
sale prices to be Included In the consolidated 
tape relating to transactions in securities not 
taking place on the floor of a national secu¬ 
rities exchange and reports all such last sale 
prices to the processor. Consolidated Tape 
Plan 5 VII(a). at 23-24. The last sale prices 
relating to securities, as consolidated by the 
processor, are then transmitted to selected 
vendors. Consolidated Tape Plan § VTII (a), 
(b). at 2G. 28. 

While last sale prices are transmitted to 
such vendors, the Plan prohibits these ven¬ 
dors from retransmitlng on a continuous 
basis such Information except as may b« 
Incidental to the operation of approved Inter¬ 
rogation or display devices. Consolidated Tape 
Plan « VIII(a), (b), at 26-28. Moreover, un¬ 
der the Plan vendors are also prohibited from 
receiving such information for the purpose 
of furnishing a ticker display. Consolidated 
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Tape Plan §V(e). at 18. Accordingly the 
vendor’s subscribers receive continuous last 
sale information as a ticker display only 
through Western Union circuitry provided 
directly from the CTA. 

The Plan thus operates to seriously restrict 
the ability of Reuters to enter its techno¬ 
logically advanced Monitor system into the 
market for equipment used by stock brokers, 
for the Monitor terminals, as presently con¬ 
stituted. accept a feed only through its own 
system. Therefore, retransmission by Reuters 
is necessary. 

In the latter part of 1974, Reuters requested 
permission from the NYSE to retransmit 
the NYSE ticker. Reuters was informed in 
a letter dated January 23, 1975 from Mr. Carl 
Bolton, Director of Communications Services 
of the NYSE (a copy of which is annexed 
hereto as Exhibit B), that “there has been 
no change in the long standing policy pro¬ 
hibiting the retransmission of current last 
sale prices for display purposes. |Tlhis re¬ 
striction is also contained in the Composite 
Tape Plan filed by the [NYSE] pursuant to 
SEC Rule 17a-15 and declared effective by 
the Commission." 

By letter dated September 22, 1975 from 
Lawrence Entel, Esq., of Reuters to the CTA 
(a copy of which is annexed hereto as Exhibit 
C). Reuters requested that the Plan be modi¬ 
fied so as to except the Monitor from the 
re Transmission prohibitions thereof. In re¬ 
sponse to the CTA’s request for amplification 
of certain factual issues raised in such letter. 
Reuters, by letter dated November 24. 1975 
from Mr. Entel to the CTA (a copy of which 
is annexed hereto as Exhibit D). provided 
such factual information, explaining both 
the economic and technological necessity for 
the requested modifications. Reuters, by fur¬ 
ther letter dated December 8, 1975 from Mr. 
Entel to Mr. Bolton (a copy of which is an¬ 
nexed hereto as Exhibit E). requested that 
it be afforded an opportunity to be present 
at the meeting of the CTA called to act upon 
Reuter’s request to modify the Plan, so that 
it could orally state its position and answer 
any questions which might arise. This re¬ 
quest was denied by the CTA. 

By letter dated December 22, 1975 the CTA 
advised Reuters that it had denied Reuters* 
request for modification of the Plan. The 
CTA failed to provide any Indication what¬ 
soever as to Its reasons for denying Reuters' 
request. (A copy of such letter is annexed 
hereto as Exhibit F.) 

In view of the CTA’s summary rejection 
of Reuters’ request for modification of the 
Plan. Reuters must now seek such modifica¬ 
tion from the Commission. As discussed 
above, elimination of the Plan’s retransmis¬ 
sion prohibitions as they apply to Reuters is 
essential if Reuters is to be able to utilize 
its new technology to compete effectively 
with other equipment vendors in the market 
for stock broker subscribers. As the follow¬ 
ing discussion demonstrates, the reasons 
cited by the Commission in upholding the 
retransmission prohibitions when it de¬ 
clared the Plan effective in 1974 no longer 
provide a sound basis for maintaining such 
restrictions in effect at this time as they 
apply to Reuters and the Monitor technol¬ 
ogy. 

Discussion 

In Securities Exchange Act of 1934 Release 
No. 10671 (1974), the Commission published 
its definitive comments on the Plan. In con¬ 
sidering the retransmission prohibitions, 
the Commission cited three reasons favor- 
log their Inclusion. Reuters respectfully 
submits that none of these reasons has any 
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current applicability vis-a-vis continuing 
the retransmission prohibitions in force as 
against Reuters. 

The first policy reason cited by the Com¬ 
mission in support of the retransmission 
prohibitions was that the uniform rate 
charged by the CTA serves to subsidize the 
costs of serving the more remote areas of 
the country. The Commission declared: “if 
this limitation • • ♦ were not imposed, the 
various vendors would be free to provide 
ticker services • • • [which] most likely 
would take on characteristics different from 
those of services currently available through 
the exchanges.” Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 Release No. 10071 (1974). As an exam¬ 
ple. the Commission noted that, since 1968, 
the NYSE and AMEX tapes have been priced 
on a geographically uniform basis, and voiced 
its concern that "(cjompetlng and independ¬ 
ent vendors would not necessarily continue 
this practice.” Id. 

Assuming, arguendo, the need to subsidize 
the costs of serving the remote areas by 
establishing a uniform rate, such a need 
cannot justify an absolute retransmission 
prohibition and the anticompetitive effects 
which flow from such prohibition. Permitting 
Reuters to retransmit the tickers through 
the Monitor system would not require remote 
subscribers to pay more than metropolitan 
subscribers, and it would not require the 
CTA to increase its fees in remote areas. 
Reuters is, and has been, prepared to enter 
into an arrangement with the CTA by the 
terms of which the continued subsidy of re¬ 
mote subscribers would be ensured. For ex¬ 
ample. Reuters could assess its subscribers a 
certain fee for the transmission of the tickers, 
which fee would be paid by the subscribers 
directly to the CTA. 

Secondly, the Commission expressed con¬ 
cern as to the reliability of the service that 
would be furnished by independent vendors 
if retransmission were permitted. In noting 
that "the exchanges provide extensive back¬ 
up systems for their tapes," id., the Commis¬ 
sion felt that it was “not clear that the in¬ 
terest of the independent vendors in uninter¬ 
rupted service would be sufficiently great to 
justify the expense Involved in developing 
such a back-up capability.” Id. As noted 
above, the Monitor Is both more compre¬ 
hensive and more comprehensible, as well as 
more economical, than the traditional ticker 
display. The Monitor's unique use of com¬ 
puter, cable and television technology has 
been recognized as a notable step forward in 
advancing the ‘-state of the art” of electronic 
information retrieval. Moreover. Reuters has 
already developed the back-up capability 
which the Commission believed to be desir¬ 
able. See generally Consolidated Tape Plan 
§ IV(b). at 8 (“In connection with the opera¬ 
tion of nationwide ticker networks by NYSE 
and AMEX, it has been considered necessary 
to develop and maintain duplicate computer 
facilities to assure the appropriate back-up 
capability capability."). Thus, Reuters' cen¬ 
tral computer which contains the entire data 
base for the Monitor is a dual system: all of 
the information which is fed into one com¬ 
puter is simultaneously fed into a second 
computer. In the unlikely event of a break¬ 
down in the first computer, the second com¬ 
puter promptly could be utilized to continue 
the flow of last sale price Information to 
subscribers without material interruption. 
The probability of a concurrent breakdown of 
both computers is exceedingly remote. 

Finally, at the time that the Commission 
examined the Plan regulatory oversight of 
vendors was lacking. The Commission noted 
the importance of direct regulatory authority 
over such securities Information processors. 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 Release No. 


10671 (1974). The retransmission prohibi¬ 
tions operated to provide a means of control 
over otherwise unregulated vendors. How¬ 
ever, the Amendments have now filled this 
void. See Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
§§ 3(a) (22), 11A. 

The Amendments also reflect Congress’ 
concern with the type of exclusionary result 
with which we are presently concerned.* The 
Commission's definitive comments regarding 
the Plan indicate that it believed that “the 
limitation on retransmission would not seem 
substantially to hamper competitive efforts." 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 Release No. 
10671 (1974). As shown above, however, this 
situation no. longer exists. As applied to 
Reuters the Plan’s prohibitions on retrans¬ 
mission now impose a direct and unmistak¬ 
able restraint on competition among equip¬ 
ment vendors in the market for stock broker 
subscribers. The prohibitions seriously 
hamper, if not entirely forceclose, Reuters’ 
entry into this concentrated market. Elimi¬ 
nating the retransmission prohibitions as 
they apply to Reuters would, therefore, 
further the policy underlying the Amend¬ 
ments. 

Reuters believes it to be indisputable that 
the Plan’s retransmission prohibitions 
operate unnecessarily to restrain competition 
between Reuters and other, more entrenched, 
equipment vendors. The new equipment and 
technology embodied in the Monitor can only 
be fully exploited if retransmission of con¬ 
tinuous last sale price information for ticker 
display purposes is permitted. See p. 5 supra. 
Thus, the retransmission prohibitions at 
once hamper Reuters' ability to enter the 
equipment vendor market for broker sub¬ 
scribers and prevent such subscribers from 
obtaining the benefits of such new com¬ 
petition at lower prices. 

The expressed intent of Congress with re¬ 
spect to the Amendments was to open more 
fully the national securities markets to the 
free play of competitive forces, by authoriz¬ 
ing the Commission to intervene ”[l]n those 
situations where competition may not be 
sufficient • • • |and| • • • to act promptly 
and effectively to insure that the essential 
mechanisms of an Integrated secondary trad¬ 
ing system are put into place as rapidly as 
possible." H.R. Rep. No. 94-229, 94th Cong., 
1st Sess. 92 (1975). 

Section llA(a)(l) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934, as amended (the “Ex¬ 
change Act*’), sets out the findings of Con¬ 
gress: that, inter alia . (1) the securities 
markets represent an important national as¬ 
set which must be preserved and strengthen¬ 
ed: (2) new data processing and com¬ 
munications techniques create the oppor¬ 
tunity for more efficient and effective 
market operations: and (3) the linking of 
all markets for qualified securities through 
communication and data processing facili¬ 
ties will, inter alia, foster efficiency and en¬ 
hance competition. Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934 | ilA(a) (1) (A). (B) and (D). 

“fC]ommunlcatlons systems, particularly 
those designed to provide automated dis¬ 
semination of last sale and quotation infor¬ 
mation with respect to securities, will form 
the heart of the national market system. 
• • •" HR. Rep. No. 94-229, 94th Cong., 1st 
Sess. 93 (1975). 

Congress did not attempt by the Amend¬ 
ments to eliminate any enumerated barriers 
to competition. Rather, it charged the Com¬ 
mission with “an explicit and pervasive ob¬ 
ligation to eliminate all present and future 
competitive restraints that could not be 
Justified by the purposes of the Exchange 
Act." H R. Rep. No. 94-229. 94th Cong.. 1st 
Sess. 94 (1975). Thus, "|t]he Commission 
was directed to remove existing burdens on 
competition and to refrain from imposing, or 
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permitting to be imposed, any new regulatory 
burden" which did not further the purposes 
©f the Exchange Act. Id. In addition, the 
Commission was obligated to review existing 
and proposed rules of the seif-regulatory or¬ 
ganizations and to abrogate any present rule, 
or to disapprove any proposed rule, which 
had the effect of imposing a competitive re¬ 
straint neither necessary nor appropriate in 
connection with legitimate regulatory objec¬ 
tives. id. 

The Commission also was required to 
evaluate its own proposed rules and regula¬ 
tions "in light of the fundamental na¬ 
tional economic policy of furthering com¬ 
petition/* and was prohibited from promul¬ 
gating any rule or regulation which imposed 
a burden on competition that was neither 
necessary nor appropriate with respect to the 
goals of the Exchange Act. Hit. Rep. No. 94- 
229, 94th Cong., 1st Sess. 94 (1975); see 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 § 23(a)(2).! 

It is well settled that regulatory agencies 
operating under a "public interest" stand¬ 
ard, such as the Commission, are required to 
consider in appropriate circumstances the 
anticompetitive effects of their regulatory 
actions. Gulf States Utilities Co. v. FPC, 411 
U.S. 747 (1973). And, of course, in enacting 
the Amendments, Congress manifested an 
overriding concern with the effects on com¬ 
petition in the securities markets of actions 
of the Commission and of the self-regulatory 
organizations with respect to which the 
Commission has oversight power. 

The Congressional policy of avoiding anti¬ 
competitive restraints expressed in the 
Amendments is grounded in basic federal 
antitrust policies. See, e g.. United States v. 
Philadelphia National Bank, 374 U.S. 321 
(1963); Brown Shoe Co. v. United States, 370 
U S. 294 (1962). The effect of the retrans¬ 
mission prohibitions is to protect the few 
existing vendors which utilize Western Union 
circuitry provided by the CTA against the 
development of new and more efficient forms 
of competition—to maintain them in a vir¬ 
tual monopoly position—which historically 
has been recognized as "deadenjingj initia¬ 
tive, discouragl Ing ] thrift and depress[ingl 
energy." United States v. Aluminum Co. of 
America, 148 F. 2d 416 (2d Cir. 1945). The 
competitive philosophy underlying the* anti¬ 
trust laws Is that "immunity from competi¬ 
tion is a narcotic, and rivalry is a stimulant, 
to industrial progress." Id. at 427. 

Thus, the CTA is undermining basic anti¬ 
trust policy. The equipment vendor market 
for broker subscribers should not be artifi¬ 
cially foreclosed from the benefits of new 
entry and from the spur to Innovation and 
progress resulting from free and open com¬ 
petition. But that Is the effect of the Plan if 
it is not modified as requested herein. 

Of course, when the Commission previously 
examined the Plan In connection with Its 
definitive comments, the present situation 
was not contemplated, i.e., the Commission 
was not confronted with a unique communi¬ 
cations system such as Reuters has developed 
for the Monitor, which system could over¬ 
come each of the reasons cited by the Com¬ 
mission in support of Including the retrans¬ 
mission prohibitions in the Plan. In view of 
these new facts, and in view of the Amend¬ 
ments and the demonstrable unnecessary 
anticompetitive effects of the prohibitions, a 
less restrictive alternative to the blanket 
retransmission prohibitions should be 
adopted which would allow Reuters to enter 
the equipment vendor market for broker sub¬ 
scribers without adversely affecting any of 
the interests the Commission seeks to foster. 

If you have any questions in connection 
with the foregoing, or if any assistance Is 


desired with respect thereto, please do not 
hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Very truly yours, 

Phillip Siegel. 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit written views, data and argu¬ 
ments with respect to all issues raised in 
the above letter. Persons wishing to make 
written submissions should file six copies 
thereof with George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, Room 892, 500 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 20549, not later 
than April 1, 1976. All communications 
should refer to File No. S7-620, and will 
be available for public inspection in the 
Commission's Public Reference Room, 
1100 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

March 3, 1976. 

Footnotes 

’ Securities Exchange Act Release No. 10787 
(May 10. 1974). 

1 Letter from Phillip Siegel, Reuters, to 
Bart Friedman, Division of Market Regula¬ 
tion, Securities and Exchange Commission 
(February 14, 1976) (hereinafter cited as 
"Reuters letter**). Exhibits to that letter not 
published with this Release are available for 
public inspection In the Commission's Public 
Reference Room, 1100 L Street, N.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

a In commenting on the Plan before declar¬ 
ing it effective, the Commission noted that 
Implicit in its authority to pass upon the 
terms of a Rule 17a-15 plan would be the 
right not only to approve subsequent pro¬ 
posed changes but also to Initiate such 
changes. In addition, the Commission noted 
that its authority to amend the rule gave 
It inherent authority to amend the Plan 
(subject to the requirements of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act). Securities Exchange 
Act Release No. 10671 (March 8, 1974), Se¬ 
curities Exchange Act Release No. 10218 
(June 13, 1973). The Commission's authority 
to regulate the dissemination of information 
with respect to transactions In any security 
(other than an exempted security) w-as made 
explicit by the Securities Acts Amendments 
of 1975. See Sections llA(c)(l) and 17(a)(1) 
of the Act. 

‘Reuters letter, supra note, at 7. 

• Joint Industry Plan Section VIII (a), (b). 
See also Section V(e). 

• Securities Exchange Act Release No. 10671 
(March 8, 1974). 

*/d. 

• Reuters letter, supra note 2, at 7. 

• Id. at 8. 

»Jd. at 7. 

«See Section llA(c)(l)(C) of the Act. 

“See Section llA(c)(l)(D) of the Act. 

** See 8ectk>n llA(b)<6) of the Act. 

a The Plan was originally filed by the 
American Stock Exchange, Inc. (the 
"AMEX"), the Midwest Stock Exchange, Inc. 
(the "MSE"), the National Association of 
Securities Dealers, Inc. (the “NASD”), the 
New York Stock Exchange, Inc. (the 
"NYSE"), the Pacific Stock Exchange, Inc. 
(the **FSE") and the PBW Stock Exchange, 
Inc. (the "PBW") on March 2, 1973 and de¬ 
clared effective bv the Commission as of 
May 17. 1974. 

b For the authority of the Commission to 
modify the Plan in the present situation see 
Consolidated Tape Plan f VHI(c), at 30; Se¬ 


curities Exchange Act of 1934, §§ 19(c), 23 
(a); Securities Exchange Act of 1934 Rule 
17a-15; Securities and Exchange Commission 
Rule of Practice IV(a); Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 Release No. 10671 (1974); Securi¬ 
ties Exchange Act of 1934 Release No. 10218 
(1973). 

* A "vendor" includes any person, other 
than the processor of the last sale price in¬ 
formation, engaged in the business of dis¬ 
seminating or displaying to brokers and deal¬ 
ers or others, on a real time or other current 
basis, reports of transactions in eligible se¬ 
curities, Consolidated Tape Plan S VIII(a), 
at 27. 

dPX. 94-29 (June 4. 1975). 

e Pursuant to the provisions of the Plan, 
the CTA would be given the opportunity, in 
the first Instance, to approve or disapprove 
the vendor based upon such vendor’s com¬ 
pliance with the requirements noted above 
If, as in tiie present situation, the vendor 
has beeu aggrieved by a final decision of the 
CTA disapproving such vendor’s inclusion in 
the Plan, the vendor would be permitted to 
seek Commission review of such decision. 

*The Options Price Reporting Authority 
has permitted Reuters to retransmit last sale 
data relating to options traded on the floor 
of such options exchanges for ticker display 
purposes. 

k In lieu of displaying a security’s symbol 
(eg., "CDA"), the Monitor's cascading ticker, 
as it is currently constituted, displays an 
actual ("Control Data”) or abbreviated name, 
as well as providing last sale and net price 
change information. These cascading tickers 
display quotations from various securities 
and commodities exchanges in the United 
States and abroad, as well as a combined dis¬ 
play of options traded on the United States 
options exchanges. (A copy of a representa¬ 
tive ticker display is annexed hereto as Ex¬ 
hibit A.) Reuters has the capability and in¬ 
tention ol programming Networks A and B 
tapes to include "market Identification" and 
"voliuno" information. 

h This requires that each Monitor must be 
able to accept two line feeds, which dupli¬ 
cates the hardware necessary to read, Inter¬ 
pret and display the signals. 

l In requiring exclusive processors of se¬ 
curities information to register with the 
Commission, It was recognized that such a 
processor "takes on certain of the character¬ 
istics of a public utility and should be regu¬ 
lated accordingly." H.R. Rep. No. 94-229. 94th 
Cong.. 1st Sess. 93 (1975). In Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 Release No. 11673 (1975). 
the Commission Included the CTA among 
those persons "whose activities appear to be 
within the • • • definition of a securities 
information processor and who appear to be 
performing the functions of a securities in¬ 
formation processor on an exclusive basis' 
In accordance with its belief that inherent in 
an exclusive processor was a public utility- 
type function,Congress severely restricted the 
actions of registered securities information 
processors which prohibit or limit any per¬ 
son in respect of access to services offered, 
directly or Indirectly, by such processor. Se¬ 
curities Exchange Act of 1934 § llA(b) (5). 
The intent was clear: In addition to giving 
the Commission the oversight authority with 
respect to independent vendors which it 
sought, the Commission was given a man¬ 
date to take a long, hard look at the exclu¬ 
sionary practices of securities information 
processors vested w r ith a public Interest, such 
as the CTA. 

i “The Commission’s responsibility • • • is 
to balance the perceived anticompetitive 
effects of a regulatory policy or decision 
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(whether ita own or that of a self-regulatory 
organization) against the purposes of the 
Exchange Act that are advanced thereby and 
the costs of doing so/* H.R. Rep. No. 94-229, 
94th Cong.. 1st Sess. 94 (1975). 

(FR Doc.75-6930 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am) 


[File No. 500-1) 

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE 
CORP. 

Suspension of Trading 

March 4,1976. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Continental Vending Machine 
Corporation being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re¬ 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors: 

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12(k) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from March 5. 
1976 through March 14, 1976. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

!FR Doc.76-6922 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am j 


[File No. 500-11 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES INSURANCE 
CO. 

Suspension of Trading 

March 4,1976. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Government Employees Insur¬ 
ance Company being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is required in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12(k) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from March 4, 
1976 through 10:00 a.m. (E8T) on 
March 8,1976. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-6923 Filed 3-10-76,8:45 ami 


[File No. 81-1#7J 

MAIN DOLLAR STORES, INC. 
Application and Opportunity for Hearing 
March 2,1976. 

Notice is hereby given that Main Dollar 
Stores, Inc. (“Applicant”) has filed an 


application pursuant to Section 12(h) of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as 
amended (the “1934 Act”) that Appli¬ 
cant be granted an exemption from the 
provisions of Section 15(d). 

Section 15(d) of the 1934 Act requires 
that issuers of securities registered pur¬ 
suant to Section 12 or that have filed a 
registration statement that has become 
effective pursuant to the Securities Act 
of 1933, must file certain periodic reports 
with the Commission for the protection 
of investors and to insure fair dealing in 
the security 

Section 12(h) of the 1934 Act empowers 
the Commission to exempt, in whole, or 
in part, any issuer or class of issuers from 
the provisions of Sections 12(g). 13. 14 
or 15(d) of the 1934 Act. if the Commis¬ 
sion finds, by reason of the number of 
public investors, amount of trading in¬ 
terest in the securities, the nature and 
extent of the activities of the issuer, in¬ 
come or assets of the issuer or otherwise, 
that such exemption is not inconsistent 
with the public interest or protection of 
investors. 

The Applicant states, in part: 

1. Applicant is incorporated under the 
laws of Tennessee. 

2. The Applicant has only one class of 
equity securities outstanding, which had 
been registered under the Securities Act 
of 1933. 

3. As a result of a merger on May 1, 
1975, the Applicant became a wholly- 
owned subsidiary of W. E. Walker Stores, 
Inc. 

4. At this time the Applicant has only 
one shareholder, W. E. Walker Stores, 
Inc. 

In the absence of an exemption, Appli¬ 
cant would be subject to the periodic re¬ 
porting requirements of Section 15(d) of 
the 1934 Act. 

Applicant contends that there would be 
no useful purpose served by the filing of 
continued reports for the balance of the 

1975 calendar year. In view of the fact it 
has but one stockholder, and there is no 
market in its securities. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
information presented, all persons are re¬ 
ferred to said application which is on file 
in the offices of the Commission at 500 
North Capitol Street, Washington, D.C. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person not later than March 26, 

1976 may submit to the Commission in 
writing his views or any substantial facts 
bearing on this application or the de¬ 
sirability of a hearing thereon. Any such 
communication or request should be ad¬ 
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, 500 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 20549, and 
should state briefly the nature of the in¬ 
terest of the person submitting such in¬ 
formation or requesting the hearing, the 
reason for such request, and the issues 
of fact and law raised by the application 
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which he desires to controvert. Persons 
who request a hearing or advice as io 
whether a hearing is ordered will receive 
any notices and orders issued in this mat¬ 
ter, including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements thereof. 
At any time after said date, an order 
granting the application may be issued 
upon request or upon the Commission’s 
own motion. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-6924 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am) 


[File No. SRr-MSRB-76-21 

MUNICIPAL SECURITIES RULEMAKING 
BOARD 

Filing of Proposed Rule Change 

March 5,1976. 

The Municipal Securities Rulemaking 
Board (“MSRB”) submitted on March 3. 
1976 a proposed rule change under Rule 
19b-4 to define the term “bank dealer” 
as used in MSRB rules. 

The foregoing rule change has become 
effective, pursuant to Section 19(b)(3) 
(A) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934. At any time within sixty days of 
the filing of such proposed rule change, 
the Commission may summarily abrogate 
such rule change if it appears to the 
Commission that such action is necessary 
or appropriate in the public interest, for 
the protection of investors, or otherwise 
in furtherance of the purposes of the Se¬ 
curities Exchange Act of 1934. 

Publication of the submission is ex¬ 
pected to be made in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister during the week of March 8, 1976. 
Interested persons are invited to submit 
written data, views and arguments con¬ 
cerning the submission within 30 days 
from the date of publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. Persons desiring to make 
written submissions should file six copies 
thereof with the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission, Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, 500 North Capitol Street, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20549. Reference should be 
made to File No. SR-MSRB-76-2. 

Copies of the submission and of all 
written comments will be available for 
inspection at the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission’s Public Reference 
Room, 1100 L Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. Copies of the filing will also be avail¬ 
able at the principal office of the above- 
mentioned self-regulatory organization. 

For the Commission by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-6928 Filed 3-10-70:8:46 ami 
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(Release No. 34-12163; Pile No. SR-OCC-76-1 J 

OPTIONS CLEARING CORPORATION 
Self-Regulatory Organizations 

Pursuant to Section 19(b)(1) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934.15 U.S.C. 
78s(b>(l>, as amended by Pub. L. No. 
94-29, 16 (June 4, 1975), notice is hereby 
given that on February 27. 1976, the 
above-mentioned self-regulatory organi¬ 
zation filed with the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission a proposed rule 
change as follows: 

Statement of the Terms of Substance 
of the Proposed Rule Change . Pursuant 
to Article III. Section 8 of the By-Laws 
of The Options Clearing Corporation 
(“OCC”), and in accordance with the 
principles set forth in Article IX. Section 
9 of said By-Laws, the Board of Directors 
of OCC has determined to revise OCC’s 
clearing fees by reducing the fee for 
transactions executed at prices of $1.00 
or more from $0,195 per contract to $0.15 
per contract. The reduction is to become 
effective with the March, 1976 billing 
(covering the month of February, 1976). 

Statement of Basis and Purpose. The 
basis and purpose of the foregoing pro¬ 
posed rule change is as follow's: 

The purpose of the fee reduction is to 
adjust OCC’s clearing fees to a level 
more closely approximating OCC’s op¬ 
erating costs, while at the same time en¬ 
abling OCC to maintain capital, surplus 
and reserves sufficient for its needs and 
consistent with the principles set forth 
in Article IX, Section 9 of its By-Laws. 

OCC believes that the reduction of 
clearing fees for transactions executed 
at prices of $1.00 or more is reasonable 
in light of OCC’s anticipated revenues 
from clearing fees and its anticipated op¬ 
erating costs and other needs. The fee 
reduction is applicable only to transac¬ 
tions executed at prices of $1.00 or more 
because the previously established fees 
for transactions executed at prices under 
$1.00 ($.095 per contract) and for market 
maker scratch transactions ($.15 per 
contract) approximate the cost to OCC 
of handling such contracts, and it is be¬ 
lieved that any reduction of those fees at 
this time would result in a negative mar¬ 
gin on such transactions. Accordingly. 
OCC believes that the proposed fee 
reduction allocates reasonable fees in an 
equitable manner among OCC’s Clearing 
Members. 

Comments were not and are not in¬ 
tended to be solicited with respect to the 
proposed fee reduction. 

OCC does not believe that the pro¬ 
posed fee reduction would impose any 
burden on competition. 

The foregoing rule change has become 
effective, pursuant to Section 19b-3 of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. At 
any time within sixty days of the filing 


of such proposed rule change, the Com¬ 
mission may summarily abrogate such 
rule change if it appears to the Commis¬ 
sion that such action is necessary or ap¬ 
propriate in the public interest, for the 
protection of investors, or otherwise in 
furtherance of the purposes of the Secu¬ 
rities Exchange Act of 1934. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views and arguments 
concerning the foregoing. Persons de¬ 
siring to make written submissions 
should file 6 Copies thereof with the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. Copies of the filing with respect to 
the foregoing and of all written submis¬ 
sions will be available for inspection and 
copying at the Commission’s Public Ref¬ 
erence Room, 1100 L Street, NW„ Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. and at the principal office 
of the above-mentioned self-regulatory 
organization. All submissions should 
refer to the file number referenced in the 
caption above and should be submitted 
within twenty-one days of the date of 
this publication. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

March 5, 1976. 

(FR Doc.70-6926 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am| 


(File No. SR-OCC-76-11 

OPTIONS CLEARING CORP. 

Filing of Proposed Rule Change 

March 5. 1976. 

The Options Clearing Corporation 
(“OCC”) submitted, on February 27. 
1976, a proposed rule change, in accord¬ 
ance with Section 19(b) (3) (A) (ii) of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the 
“Act”) and pursuant to Rule 19b-4 
thereunder. The proposed rule change 
reduces the fee for processing transac¬ 
tions executed at prices of $1.00 or more 
from $0,195 per contract to $0.15 per 
contract. The reduction is to become ef¬ 
fective with the March, 1976, billing. 

In its submission, OCC states that the 
purpose of the fee reduction is to adjust 
OC’s clearing fees to a level more closely 
approximating OCC’s operating costs. 

The foregoing rule change has be¬ 
come effective pursuant to Section 19 
(b) (3) (A) (ii) of the Act. At any time 
within sixty days of the filing of the pro¬ 
posed rule change, the Commission may 
summarily abrogate the rule change if 
it appears to the Commission that such 
action is necessary or appropriate in the 
public interest, for the protection of in¬ 
vestors, or otherwise in furtherance of 
the purposes of the Act. 


Publication of the rule change is ex¬ 
pected to be made in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister during the week of March 8. 1976. 
Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views and arguments 
concerning the submission within twen¬ 
ty-one days from the date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. Persons 
desiring to make written submissions 
should file six copies thereof with the 
Secretary of the Commission, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, 500 North 
Capitol Street, N.W.. Washington, D.C. 
20549. Reference should be made to File 
No. SR-OCC-76-1. 

Copies of the submission and of all 
written comments will be available for 
inspection at the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission’s Public Reference 
Room, 1100 L Street. N.W., Washington, 
D.C. Copies of the filing will also be 
available at the principal office of OCC. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to del¬ 
egated authority. 

Tseal] George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

f FR Doc.76-8929 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am) 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
ATLANTA DISTRICT ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The Atlanta District Advisory Coun¬ 
cil will hold public meetings at 5:00 p.m.. 
Thursday, April 30, 1976, and 1:00 p.m.,'*' 
Friday, April 30,1976, at the Holiday Inn, 
Jekyll Island, Georgia, to discuss such 
business as may be presented by mem¬ 
bers, staff of the Small Business Admin¬ 
istration and others present. 

For further information write or call 
John D. Sewell, 1401 Peachtree Street. 
N.E.. Atlanta. Georgia 30309, (404) 285- 
5749. 

Dated: March 3, 1976. 

Mary Lou Grier. 

Deputy Advocate for 
Advisory Councils. 

|FR Doc.76 6961 Filed 3-10~76;8:45 am| 


HONOLULU DISTRICT ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The Honolulu District Advisory Coun¬ 
cil will hold a public meeting at 10:00 
a.m., Tuesday, March 30, 1976, at the 
First Hawaiian Bank Board Room. First 
Hawaiian Bank, 5th Floor, 161 South 
King Street. Honolulu, Hawaii, to discuss 
such business as may be presented by 
members, staff of the Small Business Ad¬ 
ministration, and others present. 

For further information write or call 
David K. Nakagawa, 1149 Bethel Street, 
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Room 402, Honolulu, Hawaii 96813, (808) 
546-8950. 

Dated: March 3, 1976. 

Mart Lou Grier, 
Deputy Advocate for 
Advisory Councils. 

[FR Doc.76-6962 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


INDIANAPOLIS DISTRICT ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The Indianapolis District Advisory 
Council will hold a public meeting at 
10:30 a.m. Tuesday, April 6, 1976. at the 
Quality Inn Downtown, 1530 N. Meridian 
Street, Indianapolis, Indiana, to dis¬ 
cuss such business as may be presented 
by members, staff of the Small Business 
Administration, and others present. 

For further information, write or call 
William F. Miller, 575 North Pennsyl¬ 
vania Street, Federal Building, 5th Floor, 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204, (317) 331- 
7272. 

Dated: March 4, 1976. 

Mary Lou Grier, 
Deputy Advocate for 
Advisory Council. 

[FR Doc.76-6963 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The Little Rock District Advisory 
Council will hold a public meeting at 
1:00 pjn., Thursday, April 1, 1976. at the 
Simmons First National Bank, Pine 
Bluff, Arkansas, to discuss such business 
as may be presented by members, staff 
of the Small Business Administration, 
and others present. 

For further information, write or call 
Maurice Britt at P.O. Box 1401, Little 
Rock, Arkansas 72203, (501) 740-5871. 

Dated: March 4, 1976. 

Mary Lou Grier, 
Deputy Advocate for 
Advisory Councils. 

[FR Doc.76-6964 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


MADISON DISTRICT ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The Madison District Advisory Council 
will hold a public meeting at 10:00 a.m., 
Friday, April 9, 1976, in the Conference 
Room of tiie Small Business Administra¬ 
tion, 735 West Wisconsin Avenue. Mil¬ 
waukee, Wisconsin, to discuss such mat¬ 
ters as may be presented by members, 
staff of the Small Business Administra¬ 
tion, or others present. 

For further information, write or call 
Lucian G. Schlimgen, Jr., 122 West 


Washington Avenue, Room 700, Madison, 
Wisconsin 53703, (608) 252-5267. 

Dated: March 3, 1976. 

Mary Lou Grier, 
Deputy Advocate for 
Advisory Councils. 
[FR Doc.76-6965 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area #1216] 

MONTANA 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

An area located in the downtown busi¬ 
ness district, Billings, Yellowstone 
County, Montana, constitutes a disaster 
area because of damage resulting from a 
fire on December 30, 1975. Eligible per¬ 
sons, firms and organizations may file 
applications for loans for physical dam¬ 
age until the close of business on May 4, 
1976, and for economic injury until the 
close of business on December 6,1976, at: 

Small Business Administration, District Of¬ 
fice, 618 Helena Avenue, Helena. Montana 
59601. 

or other locally announced locations. 
Dated: March 5. 1976. 

Mitchell P. Kobelinski, 
Administrator . 
[FR Doc.76-7003; Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


SYRACUSE DISTRICT ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The Syracuse District Advisory Coun¬ 
cil will hold a public meeting at 9:00 a.m., 
Thursday. April 1.1976, at the University 
Club, 431 Fayette Street. In the City of 
Syracuse, New York, to discuss such mat¬ 
ters as may be presented by members, 
staff of the the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration, or others present. 

For further information, write or call 
J. Wilson Harrison. Room 308, Hunter 
Plaza, Syracuse, New York 13202, (315) 
473-3460. 

Dated: March 3,1976. 

Mary Lou Grier, 
Deputy Advocate for 
Advisory Councils. 

[FR Doc.76-6966 Filed 3-10-76;8:46 am] 


CONCORD DISTRICT ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Public Meeting 

Tlie Concord District Advisory Coun¬ 
cil will hold a public meeting from 10:00 
a.m. until 12:00 noon, Thursday, April 1, 
1976, at the Federal Building, Room 304, 
Concord, New Hampshire, to discuss such 
business as may be presented by mem¬ 
bers, staff of the Small Business Admin¬ 
istration and others present. 

For further information write or call 
Bert F. Teague, Small Business Admin¬ 
istration. 55 Pleasant Street, Concord, 
New Hampshire, 03301. 

Dated: March 9, 1976. 

Mary Lou Grier, 

Deputy Advocate 
for Advisory Councils. 

[FR Doc.76-7214 Filed 3-11-76;8:45 am] 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

PETITIONS FOR MODIFICATION, INTER¬ 
PRETATION OR REINSTATEMENT OF 

OPERATING RIGHTS AUTHORITY 

Notice 

March 5,1976. 

The following petitions seek modifica¬ 
tion or interpretation of existing operat¬ 
ing rights authority, or reinstatement of 
terminated operating rights authority. 

An original and one copy of protests to 
the granting of the requested authority 
must be filed with the Commission on 
or before April 12, 1976. Such protest 
shall comply with Special Rule 247(d) 
of the Commission’s General Rules of 
Practice (49 CFR § 1100.247) 1 and shall 
include a concise statement of protes- 
tant’s interest in the proceeding and cop¬ 
ies of its conflicting authorities. Verified 
statements in opposition should not be 
tendered at this time. A copy of the pro¬ 
test shall be served concurrently upon 
petitioner’s representative, or petitioner 
if no representative is named. 

No. MC 7166 (Notice of filing of peti¬ 
tion for reopening, clarification, or modi¬ 
fication of certificate). filed January 29, 
1976 Petitioner: WILSON TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION SERVICE, INC., 1294 E. 4th 
Street. P.O. Box 258, Ottawa, Ohio 45875. 
Petitioner’s representative: John P. Mc¬ 
Mahon, 100 East Broad Street, Columbus, 
Ohio 43215. Petitioner holds a motor 
common carrier certificate in No. MC 
7166, issued March 12. 1962, authorizing 
transportation as pertinent, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, of General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment). between Holgate, Ohio. Ottawa, 
Ohio, points within two mil?s of Holgate, 
and points within 15 miles of Ottawa, on 
the one hand, and. on the other, points 
within 200 miles of Ottawa, in Indiana, 
Illinois, Kentuckv, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Michigan, and West Virginia. By the in¬ 
stant petition, petitioner seeks (1) to 
clarify the language “points within 200 
miles of Ottawa.” in the above territorial 
description: (2) or in the alternative, 
modify the certificate so as to read, Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), between 
Holgate. Ohio. Ottawa. Ohio, points 
within two miles of Holgate, and points 
within 15 miles of Ottawa, on the one 
hand, and. on the other. Chicago, Ill., 
and points in Illinois which are in and 
east of DuPage, Cook, Will, Kankakee, 
Iroquois, and Vermillion Counties, Ill.; 
points in Indiana which are in, east and 
north of Vermillion, Vigo. Sullivan, 
Greene, Daviess, Martin, Orange, Wash¬ 


1 Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20423. 


ington, Floyd, and Clark Counties, Ind.; 
points in Kentucky which are in and 
north of Jefferson, Shelby, Franklin. 
Woodford, Fayette. Clark, Montgomery, 
Bath, Rowan, Carter, and Boyd Coun¬ 
ties. Ky.; points in West Virginia which 
are in north and west of Wayne, Cabell. 
Putnam, Jackson, Wirt. Ritchie. Tyler, 
Wetzel, Marshall, Ohio. Brooke, and 
Hancock Counties, W. Va.; Pittsburgh 
and points in Pennsylvania which are on 
and west of Interstate Highway 79; 
points in Ohio; points in Michigan which 
are in and south of Muskegon, Newago, 
Mecosta, Clare, Gladwyn, Bay. Tuscola, 
and Huron Counties. Mich. 

No. MC 12169 (Notice of filing of peti¬ 
tion to modify license), filed January 30, 
1976. Petitioner: S & C CORPORATION, 
doing business as PIEDMONT TOURS, 
No. 6 River Street, Piedmont. S.C. 29673. 
Petitioner’s representative: Maxwell A. 
Howell, 1100 Investment Building, 1C 11 
K Street N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Petitioner holds a license to engage in 
operations as a broker at Piedmont, S.C., 
in MC 12169, issued April 14. 1975. to sell 
or offer to sell the transportation of 
Passengers and their baggage, between 
points in South Carolina, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). By the instant petition, peti¬ 
tioner seeks to add Piedmont, S.C., as an 
additional place of business in the above 
authority. 

No. MC 80289 (Notice of filing of peti¬ 
tion to modify commodity description), 
filed February 10, 1976. Petitioner: 

RED LINE FURNITURE CARRIERS. 
INC., 533 Strahle Street, Philadelphia, 
Pa. 19111. Petitioner’s representative: 
George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave., Jersey 
City, N.J. 07306. Petitioner holds a motor 
common carrier certificate in No. MC 
80289, issued August 2. 1974, authorizing 
transportation, as pertinent, over ir¬ 
regular routes, of (A) New furniture , un¬ 
crated, (1) between Philadelphia, Pa., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, 
Delaware. Maryland, Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia; and (2) from New 
York, N.Y., Perth Amboy, Hoboken, 
Newark, and Trenton, N.J., and points in 
Delaware, Maryland, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, and the District 
of Columbia; and (B) Uncrated furni¬ 
ture. from Oakmont (Allegheny County), 
Pa., to points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Indiana, Illinois, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, Michigan, New Jersey. New York, 
Ohio. Rhode Island, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia. By 
the instant petition, petitioner seeks to 
add the word “crated” to the commodity 
description in parts (A) and (B> above. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 733) (Notice 
of filing of petition to modify restric¬ 
tion), filed February 3, 1976. Petitioner: 
WATKINS MOTOR LINES. INC., 1144 
W. Griffin Road. Lakeland, Fla. 33801. 
Petitioner’s representative: Paul M. 
Daniell, 1600 First Federal Building, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30303. Petitioner holds a mo¬ 
tor common carrier certificate in No. MC 


95540 < Sub-No. 733), issued September 
11, 1975, authorizing transportation, over 
regular routes, of General commodities 
(except household goods as defined by 
the Commission. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, commodities in bulk, articles of 
unusual value, and commodities the 
transportation of which by reason of size 
or weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment, motor vehicles and boats) , (1) Be¬ 
tween Savannah, Ga. and San Diego. 
Calif.: From Savannah over U.S. High¬ 
way 80. and return over the same route; 
(2) Between Jacksonville, Fla., and Los 
Angeles, Calif.: (a) From Jacksonville 
over U.S. Highway 90 to Van Horn, Tex., 
thence over U.S. Highway 80 to Las 
Cruces, N. Mex„ thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 70 to Globe, Ariz., thence over U.S. 
Highway 60 to Los Angeles, and return 
over the same route; and (b) From 
Jacksonville over Interstate Highway 10 
to Los Angeles, and return over the same 
route; (3) Between Savannah, Ga. and 
Key West, Fla.: From Savannah over 
U.S. Highway 17 to Jacksonville, Fla., 
thence over U.S. Highway 1 to Key West, 
and return over the same route; (4) Be¬ 
tween Columbus. Ga., and Miami. Fla.: 
From Columbus over U.S. Highway 27 to 
Miami, and return over the same route; 
(5) Between Savannah, Ga. and Miami, 
Fla.: From Savannah over Interstate 
Highway 95 to Miami, and return over 
the same route; 

(6) Between Macon, Ga.. and Miami, 
Fla.: (a) From Macon over U.S. Highway 
41 to Miami, and return over the same 
route; and (b) From Macon over Inter¬ 
state Highway 75 to Wildwood, Fla., 
thence over the Sunshine State Parkway 
to Miami, and return over the same 
route; (7) Between Wildwood, Fla. and 
Tampa. Fla.: From Wildwood over In¬ 
terstate Highway 75 to Tampa, and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (8) Between 
Daytona Beach, Fla. and St. Petersburg. 
Fla.: From Daytona Beach over Inter¬ 
state Highway 4 to St. Petersburg, and 
return over the same route; (9) Between 
Statesboro, Ga. and Ocala. Fla.: From 
Statesboro over U.S. Highway 301 to 
Ocala and return over the same route; 
(10) Between Bainbridge. Ga. and 
Brunswick, Ga.: From Bainbridge over 
U.S. Highway 84 to Brunswick, and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (11) Between 
Cusseta, Ga. and Blitchton, Ga.: From 
Cusseta over U.S. Highway 280 to Blitch¬ 
ton. and return over the same route; 
(12) Between Cuthbert. Ga., and Mid¬ 
way, Ga.: From Cuthbert over U.S. High¬ 
way 82 through Enigma. Ga., to Midway, 
and return over the same route; (13) 
Between Macon, Ga. and Folkston, Ga.: 
From Macon over U.S. Highway 23 to 
Folkston, and return over the same 
route; (14) Between junction U.S. High¬ 
way 80 and 19 north of Butler, Ga. and 
St. Petersburg, Fla.: From junction U.S. 
Highways 80 and 19 over U.S. Highway 
19 to St. Petersburg, and return over the 
same route; (15) Between Lebanon Sta¬ 
tion, Fla. and Dunnellon, Fla.: From 
Lebanon Station over Florida Highway 
336 to Dunnellon, and return over the 
same route; (16) Between Perry, Fla. and 
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Pensacola, Fla.: From Perry over U.S. 
Highway 98 to Pensacola, and return 
over the same route; 

(17) Between Panama City, Fla. and 
Cottondale, Fla.: From Panama City 
over U.S. Highway 231 to Cottondale. 
and return over the same route; (18) 
Between Lakeland, Fla. and Punta 
Gorda, Fla.: From Lakeland over U.S. 
Highway 98 to Bartow, thence over U.S. 
Highway 17 to Punta Gorda, and return 
over the same route; (19) Between Fort 
Myers, Fla. and West Palm Beach. Fla.; 
From Fort Myers over Florida Highway 
80 to junction U.S. Highway 27. thence 
over U.S. Highway 27 by South Bay and 
Belle Glade to junction U.S. Highway 
441, thence over U.S. Highway 441 to 
West Palm Beach, and return over the 
same route; (20) Between Tampa. Fla. 
and Vero Beach, Fla.: From Tampa over 
Florida Highway 60 to Vero Beach, and 
return over the same route: (21) Be¬ 
tween Bradenton, Fla. and West Palm 
Beach, Fla.: From Bradenton over Flor¬ 
ida Highway 64 to junction Florida High¬ 
way 675, thence over Florida Highway 
675 to junction Florida Highway 70, 
thence over Florida Highway 70 to junc¬ 
tion Florida Highway 710, thence over 
Florida Highway 710 to West Palm 
Beach, and return over the same route; 
(22) Between Ocala. Fla. and Ormond 
Beach, Fla.: From Ocala over Florida 
Highway 40 to Ormond Beach, and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (23) Between 
San Diego. Calif, and Crescent City. 
Calif.: From San Diego over U.S. High¬ 
way 101 to Crescent City, and return 
over the same route; (24) Between Los 
Angeles, Calif, and Weed, Calif.: From 
Los Angeles over California Highway 99 
and Interstate Highway 5 to Weed, and 
return over the same route; (25) Be¬ 
tween San Diego. Calif, and Alturas, 
Calif.: From San Diego over U.S. High¬ 
way 395 to Alturas, and return over the 
same route; (26) Between San Francisco, 
Calif, and Reno, Nev.: From San Fran¬ 
cisco over Interstate Highway 80 to 
Reno, and return over the same route; 
(27) Between Blythe, Calif, and San Ber¬ 
nardino, Calif.: From Blythe over U.S. 
Highway 95 to Needles, Calif., thence 
over U.S. Highway 66 to San Bernardino, 
and return over the same route; 

(28) Between Santa Maria, Calif, and 
Bakersfield, Calif.: From Santa Maria 
over California Highway 166 to junction 
California Highway 33, thence over 
California Highway 33 to junction Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 119, thence over Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 119 to junction 
California Highway 99, thence over 
California Highway 99 to Bakersfield, 
and return over the same route; (29) 
Between Bakersfield, Calif, and Barstow, 
Calif.: From Bakersfield over California 
Highway 58 to Barstow, and return over 
the same route; (30) Between Gilroy, 
Calif, and Fairmead, Calif.: From Gilroy 
over California Highway 152 to Fair- 
mead, and return over the same route; 
(31) Between Ventura, Calif, and junc¬ 
tion California Highways 33 and 152: 
From Ventura over California Highway 
33 to Junction California Highway 152, 
and return over the same route; (32) 


Between San Jose, Calif, and Stockton, 
Calif.: From San Jose over Interstate 
Highway 680 to junction U.S. Highway 
50, thence over U.S, Highway 50 to 
Stockton, and return over the same 
route; (33) Between Mobile, Ala. and 
Jackson, Miss., serving Mobile, Ala., and 
Jackson. Miss., for purpose of Joinder 
only: From Mobile over U.S. Highway 98 
to junction U.S. Highway 49 near Hat¬ 
tiesburg, Miss., thence over U.S. Highway 
49 to Jackson, and return over the same 
route. Serving all intermediate points 
on the above specified routes in Georgia, 
Florida, and California, and serving all 
other points in Florida, California, and 
that part of Georgia on and south of 
U.S. Highway 80, as off-route points. 

Restriction: The authority granted 
herein is restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion of traffic either (1) originating at 
points in Florida, or at those in that part 
of Georgia on or south of U.S. Highway 
80, and destined to Reno, Nev., or to 
points in California, or (2) originating at 
Reno, Nev., or at points in California, 
and destined to points in Florida or to 
those in that part of Georgia on or south 
of U.S. Highway 80, or (3) originating 
at or destined to Reno, Nev., or points in 
California, and received from or deliv¬ 
ered to connecting carriers at points in 
Florida or those in that part of Georgia 
on or south of UJS. Highway 80; pro¬ 
vided, however, that the restrictions in 
(1), (2), or (3) shall not preclude the 
transportation of traffic having an im¬ 
mediately prior or subsequent movement 
by water or air from or to points located 
outside of the above-described terri¬ 
tories. By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to modify the restrictions in the 
above authority so as to read, “restricted 
against the transportation of traffic mov¬ 
ing between (1) points in California; (2) 
between points in California, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Reno, Nevada; 
(3) between points In Florida; (4) be¬ 
tween points in Georgia on and south of 
U.S. Highway 80; and (5) between points 
in Florida, on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Georgia on and south of 
U.S. Highway 80.” 

No. MC 104104 (Sub-No. 10) (Notice 
of filing of petition to modify territorial 
description), filed February 3, 1976. Peti¬ 
tioner: GEORGE A. FETZER, INC., R. D. 
Newton-Sussex Rd., Augusta, N.J. 07822. 
Petitioner’s representative: Robert B. 
Pepper, 168 Woodbridge Avenue. High¬ 
land Park, N.J. 08904. Petitioner holds a 
motor common carrier certificate in No. 
MC 104104 (Sub-No. 10), issued June 30, 
1972, authorizing transportation, over 
irregular routes, of Lawn furniture , in 
cartons, from Tranquility, N.J., to points 
in Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. By the instant peti¬ 
tion, petitioner seeks to add West Brook¬ 
field, Mass., as an additional origin point 
in the above authority. 

No. MC 139106 (Notice of filing of pe¬ 
tition to modify territorial description), 
filed February 3, 1976. Petitioner: A.B.A. 
TRUCKING CORPORATION, 12-16 
Bank Street. Summit, N.J. 07901. Pe¬ 


titioner’s representative: E. Stephen 
Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 
Eleventh Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20001. Petitioner holds a motor contract 
carrier permit in No. MC 139106, issued 
October 17, 1974, authorizing transporta¬ 
tion over irregular routes, of Iron and 
steel articles, metal roof and floor deck¬ 
ing, and materials, equipment, and sup¬ 
plies used in the installation, manufac¬ 
ture, sale or production of all the above 
specified commodities (except commod¬ 
ities in bulk), between the facilities of 
United Steel Deck, Inc., at South Plain- 
field, N.J., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii), under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
United Steel Deck, Inc. By the instant 
petition, petitioner seeks to add from 
Philadelphia. Pr, to Morrisville, Pa., 
as an additional territorial description 
in the above authority. 

No. MC 139206 (Notice of filing of 
petition for modification of permit), filed 
February 3. 1976. Petitioner: F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 900 North 
Alvardo, Los Angeles, Calif. 90026. Peti¬ 
tioner’s representative: E. Stephen Heis¬ 
ley, 805 McLach^n Bank Bldg., 666 
Eleventh Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 
20001. Petitioner holds a motor contract 
carrier permit in No. MC 139206, issued 
January 7, 1976, authorizing transporta¬ 
tion, over irregular routes, of Textiles 
and textile jnroducts , and materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the sale, 
manufacture, processing, production, 
and distribution of the above-named 
commodities (except commodities in 
bulk), between Laredo, Brenham. and 
Houston, Tex., WeB*vn°. Mo., and John¬ 
son City, Tenn., on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), under a 
continuing contract, or contracts, with 
Chromalloy American Corporation and 
Leon Ferenbach, Tnc. By the instant pe¬ 
tition, petitioner seeks to (1) add chemi¬ 
cals to the above commodity description 
and (2) to delete Leon Ferenbach, Inc . 
as a contracting shipper in the above au¬ 
thority. 

REPUBLICATIONS OF GRANTS OF OPER 

ATING RIGHTS AUTHORITY PRIOR TO 

CERTIFICATION 

The following grants of operating 
rights authorities are republished by Or¬ 
der of the Commission to indicate a 
broadened grant of authority over that 
previously noticed in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. An original and one copy of protests 
to the granting of the authority must be 
filed with the Commission on or before 
April 12, 1976. Such protest shall comply 
with Special Rule 247(d) of the Com¬ 
mission’s General Rules of Practice <49 
CFR § 1100.247) addressing specifically 
the issue(s) indicated as the purpose for 
republication, and including a concise 
statement of protestant's interest in the 
proceeding and copies of its conflicting 
authorities. Verified statements in oppo¬ 
sition shall not be tendered at this time. 
A copy of the protest shall be served con¬ 
currently upon the carrier’s representa- 
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tive. or carrier if no representative is 
named. 

No. MC 60580 (Sub-No. 32) (Repub¬ 
lication), filed August 11. 1975, and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
September 18, 1975, and republished this 
issue. Applicant: MAISLIN TRANS¬ 
PORT OF DELAWARE INC., 7401 New¬ 
man Boulevard, La Salle. Quebec H8N 
1X4. Applicant’s representative: Frank J. 
Weiner, 15 Court Square, Boston, Mass. 
02108. An order of the Commission, Re¬ 
view Board Number 1. dated February 5, 
1976, and served February 25, 1976, finds 
that the present and future public con¬ 
venience and necessity require opera¬ 
tions by applicant, in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce, as a common carrier by 
motor vehicle, over regular routes, of 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
between Lowell and Worcester, Mass., 
from Lowell over Interstate Highway 495 
to its junction with Interstate Highway 
290, thence over Interstate Highway 290 
to Worcester, and return over the same 
route, serving Boston, Mass., as an off- 
route point, (2) between Worcester and 
Springfield. Mass., over Interstate High¬ 
way 90, and serving the junction of Mas¬ 
sachusetts Highway 15 and Interstate 
Highway 90 for joinder only, and (3) be¬ 
tween the junction of Massachusetts 
Highway 15 and Interstate Highway 90. 
and Hartford, Conn., from the Junction 
of Massachusetts Highway 15 and Inter¬ 
state Highway 90 over Massachusetts 
Highway 15 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 86, thence over Interstate Highway 
86 to Hartford and return over the same 
route, that applicant is fit, willing, and 
able properly to perform such service and 
to conform to the requirements of the 
Interstate Commerce Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations there¬ 
under. The purpose of this republication 
is to indicate that the authority granted 
in Parts (1) and (2) above were not ex¬ 
clusively based upon the conversion of 
underling irregular-route authority. 

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER CAR- 

RIER AND FREIGHT FORWARDER OP¬ 
ERATING RIGHTS APPLICATIONS 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 247 of the Com¬ 
mission’s General Rules of Practice (49 
CFR § 1100.247). These rules provide, 
among other things, that a protest to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the Commission within 30 days after 
the date of notice of filing of the applica¬ 
tion is published in the Federal Register. 
Failure to seasonably to file a protest will 
be construed as a waiver of opposition 
and participation in the proceeding. A 
protest under these rules should comply 
with section 247(d)(3) of the rules of 
practice which requires that it set forth 
specifically the grounds upon which it is 
made, contain a detailed statement of 
Protestant’s interest In the proceeding 
(including a copy of the specific portions 
of its authority which protestant believes 


to be in conflict with that sought in the 
application, and describing in detail the 
method—whether by joinder, interline, or 
other means—by which protestant would 
use such authority to provide all or part 
of the service proposed), and shall specify 
with particularity the facts, matters, and 
things relied upon, but shall not include 
issues or allegations phrased generally. 
Protests not in reasonable compliance 
with the requirements of the rules may be 
rejected. The original and one copy of 
the protest shall be filed with the Com¬ 
mission, and a copy shall be served con¬ 
currently upon applicant's representa¬ 
tive. or applicant if no representative is 
named. If the protest includes a request 
for oral hearing, such requests shall meet 
the requirements of section 247(d) (4) of 
the special rules, and shall include the 
certification required therein. 

Section 247(f) further provides, in 
part, that an applicant who does not in¬ 
tend timely to prosecute its application 
shall promptly request dismissal thereof, 
and that failure to prosecute an applica¬ 
tion under procedures ordered by the 
Commission will result in dismissal of the 
application. Further processing steps will 
be by Commission order which will be 
served on each party of record. Broaden¬ 
ing amendments will not be accepted 
after the date of this publication except 
for good cause shotvn, and restrictive 
amendments will not be entertained fol¬ 
lowing publication in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter of a notice that the proceeding has 
been assigned for oral hearing. Each ap¬ 
plicant states that there w'ill be no sig¬ 
nificant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application. 

No. MC 340 (Sub-No. 35), filed Febru¬ 
ary 2, 1976. Applicant: QUERNER 

TRUCK LINES, INC., 1131-33 Austin 
Street, San Antonio, Tex. 78208. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: M. Ward Bailey, 
2412 Continental Life Bldg.. Fort Worth. 
Tex. 76102. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat by-products and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses , as defined in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from Sweetwater, Tex. and Duncan, 
Okla., to points in Arkansas and Mis¬ 
souri, and those points in the United 
States on and east of a line beginning at 
the mouth of the Mississippi River, and 
extending along the Mississippi River to 
its junction with the western boundary 
of Itasca County. Minn., thence north¬ 
ward along the western boundaries of 
Itasca and Koochiching Counties, Minn., 
to the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada. 

Note.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Dallas, Tex., or Oklahoma City, Okla. 

No. MC 966 (Sub-No. 25). filed Febru¬ 
ary 2, 1976. Applicant: CAPITOL 

TRUCK LINES, INC., 200 West First 


Street, Topeka, Kans. 66603. Applicant’s 
representative: John E. Jandera, 641 
Harrison Street. Topeka, Kans. 66603. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General Commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment), (1) Be¬ 
tween Atchison, Kansas and Topeka. 
Kansas: From Atchison over Kansas 
Highway 4 to junction U.S. Highway 24. 
thence over U.S. Highway 24 to Topeka, 
and return over the same route; (2) Be¬ 
tween Topeka, Kans. and Junction Kan¬ 
sas Highway 37 and U.S. Highway 169: 
From Topeka over U.S. Highway 75 to 
junction Kansas Highway 37 thence over 
Kansas Highway 37 to junction Kansas 
Highway 37 and U.S. Highway 169 and 
return over the same route; (3) Between 
Topeka, Kans. and Chanute, Kans: From 
Topeka over U.S. Highway 75 to junction 
Kansas Highway 39, thence over Kansas 
Highway 39 to Chanute, and return over 
the same route; (4) Between Topeka. 
Kans. and Iola, Kans.: From Topeka over 
U.S. Highway 75 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 54, thence over U.S. Highway 54 to 
Iola, and return over the same route; 
(5) Between Iola, Kans. and Moran. 
Kans.: From Iola over U.S. Highway 54 
to Moran, and return over the same 
route; (6) Between Stark, Kans. and 
Godfrey, Kans.: From Stark over Kansas 
Highway 39 to junction Kansas Highway 
7, thence over Kansas Highway 7 to God¬ 
frey and return over the same route; (7) 
Between Independence Kans. and Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 160 and U.S. Highway 
169: From Independence over U.S. High¬ 
way 160 to Junction U.S. Highway 160 
and U.S. Highway 169 and return over 
the same route; (8) Betwen Cherokee. 
Kans. and Pittsburg. Kans.: From Cher¬ 
okee over U.S. Highway 160 to Pittsburg, 
and return over the same route. 

(9) Between Farlington, Kans. and 
Girard, Kans.: From Farlington over 
Kansas Highway 7 to Girard and return 
over the same route; (10) Between junc¬ 
tion Kansas Highway 47 and U.S. High¬ 
way 169 and Franklin. Kans.: From 
junction Kansas Highway 47 and U.S. 
Highway 59 over Kansas Highway 47 to 
Junction Kansas Highway 57. thence 
over Kansas Highway 57 to Franklin, 
and return over the same route; (11) 
Between Garnett, Kans. and Kansas 
City, Kans.: From Garnett via U.S. 
Highway 169 to junction Interstate 35 
thence over Interstate 35 to Kansas City 
and return over the same route; (12) 
Between Ottawa, Kans. and Kansas City. 
Kans.: From Ottawa over Interstate 35 
to Kansas City and return over the same 
route; (13) Between Kansas City. Kans. 
and St. Joseph, Mo.: From Kansas City 
via Interstate 29 to St. Joseph, and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (14) Between 
Topeka, Kans. and Kansas City, Kans.: 
From Topeka via Interstate 70 to Kansas 
City and return over the same route; 
(15) Between Victory Junction. Kans. 
and Olathe, Kans.: From Victory Junc- 
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tion via Kansas Highway 7 to Olathe, 
and retuju over the same route; and 
(16) Serving the construction site and 
plantsite of the Iatan Power Plant lo¬ 
cated at or near Iatan. Mo., as an off- 
route point to carrier’s regular route 
service. •• 

Note. —Items (1) through (15) are alter¬ 
nate routes for operating convenience only, 
serving no Intermediate points. Carrier pre¬ 
sently has authority to serve between points 
on said routes. Common control may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests It be held at Kansas City. 
Mo. 

No. MC 2986 (Sub-No. 38). filed Febru¬ 
ary 6, 1976. Applicant: I & S-MC- 
DANIEL, INC., 1102 Prairie Street. 
Vincennes. Ind. 47591. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Alki E. Scopelitis, 815 Mer¬ 
chants Bank Bldg.. Indianapolis. Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment): Between the South- 
wind Maritime Centre, at or near Mt. 
Vernon, and Evansville, Ind., as an off- 
route point in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s presently authorized authority to 
and from Evansville, Ind. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Indiana¬ 
polis, Ind., or Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 8958 (Sub-No. 31). filed Janu¬ 
ary 21. 1976. Applicant: THE YOUNGS¬ 
TOWN CARTAGE CO., 825 West Federal 
Street, Youngstown, Ohio 44501. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John P. McMahon, 
100 East Broad Street. Columbus, Ohio 
43215. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Iron 
and steel articles of the kind used in con¬ 
struction and manufacture of contrac¬ 
tor’s equipment and machinery (a) from 
points in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
and Connecticut to points in that part of 
Michigan east of U.S. Highway 27 and 
south of Michigan Highway 20 and Sag¬ 
inaw Bay. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in that 
part of Pennsylvania on and east of U.S. 
Highway 15 and points in that part of 
Ohio on and north of U.S. Highway 30 
and on and east of Ohio Highway 13. 
(b) Between points In New Jersey, and 
points in Pennsylvania and Maryland on 
and east of U.S. Highway 15 on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in that 
part of Ohio on, south and east of U.S. 
Highway 22 from the West Virginia-Ohio 
State line to its junction with U.S. High¬ 
way 23, thence along U.S. Highway 23 to 
the Ohio-Kentucky State line. 

The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of Niles, Ohio, and 
junction Interstate Highway 80 and Ohio 
Highway 18, and points in that part of 
Pennsylvania on and east of U.S. High¬ 
way 15. (c) Between points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and west of U.S. Highway 15 
on the one hand, and on the other, points 
in Ohio bounded by and south of a line 


commencing at the Ohio-West Virginia 
State line, thence west along U.S. High¬ 
way 22 to its junction with U.S. Highway 
36. thence west along U.S. Highway 36 to 
its junction with Ohio Highway 21, 
thence north along Ohio Highway 21 to 
its Junction with UJS. Highway 30, thence 
west along U.S. Highway 30 to its junc¬ 
tion with Ohio Highway 309 (formerly 
U.S. Highway 30S) thence west along 
Ohio Highway 309 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 30, thence west along U.S. 
Highway 30 to the Ohio-Indiana State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateways of Niles, Ohio, and 
junction Interstate Highway 80 and Ohio 
Highway 18. (d) between points in that 
part of Ohio west and south of a line 
commencing at Lake Erie, thence along 
Ohio Highway 534 to its junction with 
Ohio Highway 14, thence along Ohio 
Highway 14 to its junction with Ohio 
Highway 45, thence along Ohio Highway 
45 to its junction with Ohio Highway 7, 
thence along Ohio Highway 7 to its junc¬ 
tion with Interstate Highway 70, thence 
along Interstate Highway 70 to the Ohio- 
West Virginia State line on the one hand, 
and on the other, points in that part of 
Lake and Porter Counties, Ind., on and 
north of U.S. Highway 30; Cook, Liberty - 
ville, Grayslake, Chicago, DeKalb, Du- 
Page, Grundy. Kane, Kendall, Will, Bel- 
videre. and points in LaSalle Counties. 
HI. within fifty (50) miles of Oswego. 
Ill., and points in Kenosha and Walworth 
Counties, Wis. 

The purpose of this filing Is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of Niles, Ohio, and the 
junction of Interstate Highway 80 and 
Ohio Highway 18, points in that part of 
northeastern Ohio on and east of U.S. 
Highway 21 and on and north of the 
junction of U.S. Highways 21 and 36 to 
U.S. Highway 22 and on and north of 
U.S. Highway 22 to the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line and Indiana Toll 
Road Interchange No. 12, points in 
Lake County, Ind., on and north of 
U.S. Highway 30 and Chicago. Cook, 
McHenry and Lake Counties, HI., and (e) 
between points in that part of Michigan 
on and south of Michigan Highway 21 
and on and east of U.S. Highway 27 on 
the one hand, and on the other, points in 
Ohio except those in that part of Ohio on 
and east of U.S. Highway 21 and on and 
north of a line beginning at Junction U.S. 
Highways 21 and 36 and extending along 
U.S. Highway 36 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 250 thence along U.S. Highways 
36 and 250 to the Ohio-West Virginia 
State line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Niles, Ohio, and 
the junction of Interstate Highway 80 
and Ohio Highway 18. (2) Metal and 
metal products, asphalt , roofing cement , 
and prepared roofing materials (except 
commodities In bulk and those requiring 
special equipment) (a) from points in 
Ohio except Toledo, Ohio, and points in 
that part of Ohio on and north of U.S. 
Highway 30 and on and east of Ohio 
Highway 13 to points in that part of Lake 
and Porter Counties, Ind., on and north 
of U.S. Highway 30; Cook County, HI.; 
Libertyville and Grayslake, Ill.; Chicago, 
HI.; points in Illinois within twenty five 


(25) miles of Chicago; points in DeKalb, 
DuPage, Grundy, Kane, Kendall, and 
Will Counties, HI.; Belvidere, HI.; points 
in LaSalle County. HI., within fifty (50) 
miles of Oswego, HI.; and points in Ken¬ 
osha and Walworth Counties, Wis. 

The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of Indiana Toll Road 
Interchange No. 12 and points in Lake 
County, Ind., on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 30, Chicago, HI., and points in Cook, 
McHenry and Lake Counties, HI. (b) 
From points in that part of Lake and 
Porter Counties, Ind., on and north of 
U.S. Highway 30; Cook County, Liberty¬ 
ville, and Grayslake Counties, HL: Chi¬ 
cago. Ill., those points within twenty-five 
(25) miles of Chicago; points in DeKalb, 
DuPage, Grundy, Kane, Kendall, and 
Will Counties, Ill., Belvidere. XU.; points 
in LaSalle County. HI. within fifty (50) 
miles of Oswego, Ill., and points in Ken¬ 
osha and Walworth Counties, Wis., to 
points in that part of Ohio except those 
on and north and east of a line beginning 
at the Ohio-Michigan State line and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 23 to Upper 
Sandusky, thence eastward along U.S. 
Highway 30 to the Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Cook. Mc¬ 
Henry, and Lake Counties, HI.; Chicago, 
HI., and points in Lake County, Indiana, 
on and north of U.S. Highway 30 and In¬ 
diana Toll Road Interchange No. 12; and 
(c) from points in Kenosha and Wal¬ 
worth Counties, Wis. Belvidere, Ill., points 
in LaSalle County, Ill. within fifty (50) 
miles of Oswego, HI.: Chicago. HI., points 
in McHenry, DuPage, Cook. Lake, De¬ 
Kalb, Grundy, Kane, Kendall, and Will 
Counties, HI., and points in Lake and 
Porter Counties. Ind.. on and north of 
U.S. Highway 30 to points in that part of 
Michigan east of U.S. Highway 27 north 
of Interstate Highway 94 and Michigan 
Highway 20 and south of Saginaw Bay. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Cook, McHenry, 
and Lake Counties, Ill.; Chicago, Ill., and 
points in that part of Lake and Porter 
Counties, Ind., on and north of U.$. 
Highway 30, Indiana Toll Road Inter¬ 
change No. 12 and Toledo, Ohio. 

(3) Metal and metal products, (a) 
from points in Ohio except Toledo. Ohio 
and points in that part of Ohio on and 
north of U.S. Highway 30 and on and 
east of Ohio Highway 13 to points in that 
part of Michigan east of U.S. Highway 
27 and on and south of Michigan High¬ 
way 20 and south of Saginaw Bay. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Niles, Ohio, and the junction 
of Interstate Highway 80 and Ohio High¬ 
way 18; and (b) from Monroe, Mich., 
and points in Wayne County, Mich., to 
points in Ohio except points in that part 
of Ohio on and east of a line beginning at 
the Ohio-Michigan State line and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 23 to Upper 
Sandusky and on and north of a line 
beginning at Upper Sandusky and ex¬ 
tending eastward along U.S. Highway 30 
to the Ohio-Pennsylvania State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Niles, Ohio and junction of 
Interstate Highway 80 and Ohio High- 
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way 18. (4) Iron and steel articles used 
in construction and manufacture, from 
the plant site of Jones & Laughlin Steel 
Corporation located in Putnam County, 
Ill., to points in that part of Ohio on, 
south and west of a line commencing at 
Toledo, Ohio, thence south along U.S. 
Highway 23 to the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 30S, thence east along U.S, High¬ 
ways 30S and 30 to the junction of Ohio 
Highway 83, thence south along Ohio 
Highway 83 to the junction of Ohio High¬ 
way 16. thence south along Ohio High¬ 
way 16 to the junction with Ohio High¬ 
way 60. thence south along Ohio Highway 
60 to the junction of Ohio Highway 93, 
thence south along Ohio Highway 93 to 
the junction of Ohio Highway 13, thence 
south along Ohio Highway 13 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 33, thence along 
U.S. Highway 33 to the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line. 

The purpose of tills filing Is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of points in Indiana, 
and the lower peninsula of Michigan; the 
junction of Interstate Highways 80 and 
90 with U.S. Highway 27 known as 
Indiana Toll Road Interchange No. 12, 
and points in Ohio; and (5) Iron and 
steel articles used In construction and 
manufacture and the manufacturing, 
processing of iron and steel articles, from 
points in that part of Ohio on, south and 
west of a line commencing at Toledo, 
Ohio, thence south along U.S. Highway 
23 to the junction of U.S. Highway 30S. 
thence east along U.S. Highways 30S and 
30 to the Junction of Ohio Highway 83. 
thence south along Ohio Highway 83 to 
the Junction of Ohio Highway 16, thence 
soutli along Ohio Highway 16 to the 
junction with Ohio Highway 60, thence 
south along Ohio Highway 60 to the junc¬ 
tion of Ohio Highway 93, thence south 
along Ohio Highway 93 to the junction of 
Ohio Highway 13, thence south along 
Ohio Highway 13 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 33, thence along U.S. Highway 
33 to the Ohio-West Virginia State line, 
to the plant site of Jones & Laughlin 
Corporation located in Putnam County. 
HI. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of points in Ohio, the 
junction of Interstate Highways 80 and 
90 with U.S. Highway 27, also known as 
Indiana Toll Road Interchange No. 12, 
and points in Indiana. 

Not*.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Columbus. Ohio or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 13547 'Sub-No. 6). filed Jan¬ 
uary 29. 1976. Applicant: LEONARD 
BROTHERS TRANSPORT COMPANY, 
INC., 1701 St. Louis, Kansas City, Mo. 
64101. Applicant's representative: Prank 
W. Taylor. Jr., Suite 600, 1221 Baltimore 
Avenue, Kansas City. Mo. 64105. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment): Serving the con¬ 
struction site and plant of the Iatan 
Power Plant, at or near Iatan, Mo., as an 
off-route point in connection with appli¬ 


cant’s regular route operation to and 
from Kansas City. Mo. 

Not*.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Kansas City, 
Mo. 

No. MC 20793 (Sub-No. 48). filed Jan¬ 
uary 21. 1976. Applicant: WAGNER 
TRUCKING CO.. INC.. 301 Grant Ave.. 
Hlghtstown, N.J. 08520. Applicant’s 
representative: Raymond A. Thistle. Jr., 
Suite 1012. Four Penn Center Plaza. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19103. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Block , on vehicles equipped with 
boom-unloaders, from the plant site of 
Anchor Cement Products, Inc. located 
in Brick Township (Ocean County), N.J., 
to points in Pennsylvania east of the 
Susquehanna River and those in that 
part of New York on and east of U.S. 
Highway 209 from the New York-New 
Jersey State Boundary line to the Hudson 
River at or near Kingston, N.Y. and east 
of the Hudson River to Hudson Falls, 
N.Y. and east of New York State and U.S. 
Highway 4 from Hudson Falls, N.Y. to 
the New York-Vermont State Boundary 
line. 

Not*.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

No. MC 30837 (Sub-No. 475). filed Jan¬ 
uary 26. 1976. Applicant: KENOSHA 
AUTO TRANSPORT CORPORATION. 
4200-39th Avenue. Kenosha, Wis. 53140. 
Applicant’s representative: Charles 
Rieroni, 4000 West Sample Street. South 
Bend. Ind. 46619. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Used trucks in secondary move¬ 
ments, in truckaway service, restricted 
to traffic moving on bills of lading issued 
by Freight Forwarders, between points in 
Arizona, California. Nevada. Oregon, and 
Washington, on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Missouri, Ohio, and points in 
West Virginia within five miles of the 
Ohio River, and points in Wayne County 
and Warren Township (Malcomb 
County), Mich. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 43246 (Sub-No. 24), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 9, 1976. Applicant: BUSKE LINES, 
INC., 123 W. Tyler Avenue. Litchfield, Ill. 
62056. Applicant’s representative: Harold 
Buske (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Alcoholic beverages 
in containers, from Scobeyville, N.J., to 
points in Illinois, Iowa. Michigan, and 
Ohio, under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Laird & Company. 

Note. —Applicant holds common carrier 
authority In MC 15975 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing Is deemed necessary, the applicant 
requests It be held at either St. Louis, Mo., or 
Springfield, Ill. 

No. MC 43269 (Sub-No. 61). filed Jan¬ 
uary 15, 1976. Applicant: WELLS 

CARGO. INC., 1775 East 4th Street, 


Reno. Nev. 89505. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Edward J. Hegarty. !€0 Bush 
Street, 21st Floor, San Francisco. Calif. 
94104. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except household goods as 
defined by the Commission, petroleum 
products in bulk, new automobiles, new 
trucks, new buses, and commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment), between Las 
Vegas, Nev. and Walters Ranch and Air¬ 
port, near Needles, Calif.: From Las 
Vegas, Nev., over U.S. Highway 95 to 
junction Nevada Highway 76, thence over 
Nevada Highway 76 to the Nevada-Cali- 
fomia State Boundary line, thence over 
unnumbered County road to Walters 
Ranch and Airport, located near the 
junction of Pew Road and River Road 
approximately seven-tenths of a mile 
north of the city limits of Needles, Calif., 
and return over the same route, serving 
no intermediate points. 

Note. —Common control may bo Involved 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at either Los Angeles. 
Calif, or Las Vegas, Nev. 

No. MC 43867 (Sub-No. 28), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 11. 1976. Applicant: A. LEANDER 
MCALISTER TRUCKING COMPANY, 
a Corporation. P.O. Box 2214, Wichita 
Falls, Tex. 76307. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Bernard H. English, 6270 Firth 
Road, Fort Worth. Tex. 76116. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) (a) Center pivot irri¬ 
gation systems, fluid distribution systejns. 
and waste treatment systems; and (b> 
materials, equipment, supplies, and parts. 
used in, or in connection with the manu¬ 
facture, assembly, distribution, installa¬ 
tion and operation of the commodities 
described in (a) above (except commod¬ 
ities in bulk), between points in Wichita 
Comity, Tex., on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), restricted to 
shipments originating at or destined to 
plantsites, storage facilities and distrib¬ 
utors of the Lockwood Corporation. 

Note. —If a hearing to deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Wichita Palls, 
Dallas, or Port Worth, Tex. 

No. MC 46421 (Sub-No. 12). filed 
February 26, 1976. Applicant: ESCRO 
STORAGE & CARTAGE. INC., 275 May- 
ville Ave.. Buffalo. N.Y. 14217. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert D. Gunderman, 
Suite 710, Statler Hilton. Buffalo. N.Y. 
14202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Meat . 
meat products, meat by-products . dairy 
products and meat packinghouse articles 
as described in 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 
(except hides, skins and pieces thereof); 
(2) frozen foods; and (3) foodstuffs, in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration, between points in New Jer¬ 
sey, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New York. 

Note. —Applicant state* the requested au¬ 
thority may be tacked at Buffalo and Elmira. 
N.Y., to provide service to points In Penn¬ 
sylvania. If a hearing Is deemed necessary 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Jersey City, N.J. or New York, N.Y. 
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No. MC 50493 (Sub-No. 58) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed December 29, 1975, published 
in the Federal Register issue of Janu¬ 
ary 29,1976, republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: P. C. M. TRUCKING, 
INC., 1063 Main St., Orefield, (Lehigh 
County), Pa. 18104. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul B. Kemmerer. 1620 N. 
19th St.. Allentown. Pa. 18104. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pulverized limestone and 
pulverized limestone by-products, in 
bulk, in blower equipped tank vehicles, 
between points in Maxatawny Township, 
Berks County, Pa., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in New Jersey. 

Note. —The purpose of this republlcatlon 
is to correct the territorial description in this 
proceeding. If a hearing Is deemed neces¬ 
sary. the applicant requests It be held at 
either Allentown, Pa. or PhUadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 456) (Correc¬ 
tion), filed December 29, 1975, published 
in the Federal Register issue of Janu¬ 
ary 29,1976, republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: SCHNEIDER TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 2661 South Broadway, 
Green Bay, Wis. 54306. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Neil A. DuJardin, P.O. Box 
2298, Green Bay, Wis. 54306. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Paper mill products, pulp 
mill products, and materials , equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and/or distribution thereof (except 
commodities in bulk), between the plant- 
site and storage facilities of Potlatch 
Corp. located in Desha County. Ark., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Washington, Oregon, California, 
Nevada, Idaho, Utah. Arizona, New 
Mexico, Colorado, Wyoming, Montana, 
Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin, Michigan, 
Illinois. Indiana, Ohio, Kentucky, Ten¬ 
nessee, Alabama, Florida. Georgia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware. Penn¬ 
sylvania, New Jersey, New York, Con¬ 
necticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Maine, and 
the District of Columbia. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication is 
correct the territorial description. Common 
control may be Involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, the applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, IU. 

No. MC 59150 (Sub-No. 90). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 6, 1976. Applicant: PLOOF 

TRUCK LINES, INC., 1414 Lindrose 
Street, Jacksonville, Fla. 32206. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Martin Sack, Jr., 
1754 Gulf Life Tower, Jacksonville, Fla. 
32207. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) PVC 
pipe and steel tanks, and precast con¬ 
crete tanks, and accessories and fittings 
therefor, from the plantsites and facili¬ 
ties of Davis Water & Waste Industries, 
Inc., located at Thomasville, Ga.. Max- 
ton, N.C., and Sarasota, Fla., to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
South Carolina. Tennessee, and Vir¬ 
ginia; and (2) cast iron pipe and fittings , 


from Anniston, Ala.; cast iron fittings 
and valves, from Alexander City, Ala.; 
fire hydrants and valves, from Chatta¬ 
nooga, Tenn.; steel plate, from Gadsden, 
Ala.; concrete meter boxes, from Bir¬ 
mingham, Ala. and steel plate heads, 
from Tuscaloosa, Ala., and Orlando, Fla., 
to points Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Virginia, restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at or destined to the plantsites and 
facilities of Davis Water & Waste In¬ 
dustries, Inc., its suppliers and cus¬ 
tomers. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Jacksonville, Fla. or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 59856 (Sub-No. 67), filed Jan¬ 
uary 19, 1976. Applicant: SALT CREEK 
FREIGHTWAYS. a Corporation. 3333 
West Yellowstone, Casper, Wyo. 82601. 
Applicant’s representative: John R. 
Davidson, Suite 805, Midland Bank 
Building, Billings, Mont. 59101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
Classes A and B explosives, commocities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), (1) between Garrison, 
Mont, and Helena, Mont.: From Garri¬ 
son. Mont, over U.S. Highway 12 to 
Helena. Mont., and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points; 
(2) between Butte, Mont, and Helena, 
Mont.: From Butte, Mont, over Inter¬ 
state Highway 15 and U.S. Highway 91 
to Helena, Mont, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points; (3) between Great Falls, Mont, 
and Helena. Mont.: From Great Falls, 
Mont, over Interstate Highway 15 lo 
Helena. Mont., and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points; 
and (4) between Three Forks, Mont, and 
Townsend, Mont.: From Three Forks. 
Mont, over U.S. Highway 287 to Town¬ 
send, Mont, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, as 
alternate routes to applicant’s otherwise 
authorized regular routes. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Helena, Mont. 

No. MC 60012 (Sub-No. 96). filed 
January 12, 1976. Applicant: RIO 

GRANDE MOTOR WAY. INC., 1400 
West 52d Avenue, Denver, Colo. 80221. 
Applicant’s representative: John S. 
Walker, Jr., P.O. Box 5482, Denver, Colo. 
80217. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, Classes A and B explosives, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir¬ 
ing special equipment), between Belina 
Coal Mine, Clear Creek, Utah Coal Mine 
No. 2. O’Conner Coal Mine, and the mine 
sites of Valley Camp of Utah, Inc., 
located at or near Scofield, Utah, on the 
one hand, and, on the other. Salt Lake 
City, Utah and Denver and Pueblo, Colo. 


Note. —Applicant intends to tack the re¬ 
quested authority with its sub 68 at Junction 
US. Highway 0 and Alternate Highway 60 
and Utah Highway 96 at Colton. Utah to pro¬ 
vide service from points mentioned In In¬ 
stant application to authorized points in 
Utah and Colorado. Common control may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Salt Lake 
City, Price, or Provo, Utah. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. 89), filed 
February 5, 1976: Applicant: ACE 

LINES. INC., 4143 E. 43d Street, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50317. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William L. Fairbank, 1980 Fi¬ 
nancial Center, Des Moines. Iowa 50309. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Irriga¬ 
tion systems and parts and accessories 
therefor, pipe, tubing, light poles, mast 
arms, brackets, bases, and transmission 
poles; and (2) equipment, materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture and in¬ 
stallation of the commodities named in 
(1) above (except in bulk) , between the 
plantsite of Valmont Industries, Inc. 
located near Valley, Nebr., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Arkan¬ 
sas. Illinois. Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri. North 
Dakota. Oklahoma, South Dakota, 
Texas, and Wisconsin. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 61825 (Sub-No. 64), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 4, 1976. Applicant: ROY STONE 
TRANSFER CORPORATION, V. C. 
Drive, P.O. Box 385, Collinsville, Va. 
24078. Applicant’s representative: Joe 
Clyde Wilson (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) New 
furniture and furniture parts, between 
Bibb and Laurens Counties. Ga., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota. Mis¬ 
souri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Mexico, North Dakota. Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, 
Washington. Wisconsin, and Wyoming; 
and (2) materials, equipment, and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture and distri¬ 
bution of new furniture and furniture 
parts (except in bulk), from points In 
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana. Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, 
Washington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming, 
to Bibb and Laurens Counties, Ga. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 65701 (Sub-No. 3) (Correc¬ 
tion), filed January 14, 1970, published 
in the Federal Register issue of Febru¬ 
ary 20, 1976, and republished as cor¬ 
rected this issue. Applicant: ANDUJAR 
TRUCKING CORP., 200 Fieldmere 
Street, Elmont. N.Y. 11003. Applicant’s 
representative: John L. Alfano, 550 Mo- 
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maroneck Avenue, Harrison, N.Y. 10528. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Such com- 
moditlcs as are dealt in by retail super¬ 
markets and food stores (except in bulk), 
between the facilities of Mid-Eastern 
Cooperative, Inc., at Carlstadt, N.J., on 
the one hand, and. on the other, points 
in Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, and Vermont, un¬ 
der contract with Mid-Eastern Coopera¬ 
tive, Inc. 

Note. —The purpose of this republic&tlon 
Is to correct the requested authority in this 
proceeding. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at New 
York, N.Y., or Newark, NJ. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. 53). filed Feb. 
5, 1976. Applicant: PETERLIN CART¬ 
AGE CO., a Corporation, 9651 South 
Ewing Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60617. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Joseph M. Scan- 
lan, 111 West Washington Street, Chi¬ 
cago, Ill. 60617. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Products of corn , in bulk, (1) from the 
plantsites and facilities of CPC Interna¬ 
tional, at Pekin. Ill., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii) ; and (2) from the plantsites and 
facilities of CPC International at Chi¬ 
cago, HI., to points in the United States 
(except Indiana, Ohio, the Lower Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan. Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 67866 (Sub-No. 31), filed De¬ 
cember 29,1975. Applicant: FILM TRAN¬ 
SIT, INC., 3931 Homewood Street. Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn. 38118. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Warren A. Goff, 5100 Ponlar Ave¬ 
nue, Memphis, Tenn. 38137. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, and livestock), 
between points in an area and on the 
line which bounds that area commenc¬ 
ing at the southwest corner of Arkansas, 
thence north along the Arkansas-Texas 
State Line to Texarkana, Ark., thence 
west along the Arkansas-Texas State 
Line to the Arkansas-Oklalioma State 
Line, thence north along the Arkansas- 
Oklahoma State Line to the Arkansas- 
Missouri State Line, thence east along 
the Arkansas-Missouri State Line to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 62. thence 
east along U.S. Highway 62 to New 
Madrid, Mo. at the Mississippi River, 
thence northeast along the meanders of 
the Mississippi River to Paducah, Ky., 
thence southeast along U.S. Highway 68 
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 
641, thence south along U.S. Highway 
641 to the Kentucky-Tennessee State 
Line, thence east along the Kentucky- 
Tennessee State Line to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 31W, thence south 
along U.S. Highway 31W to Nashville, 
Tenn., thence south along U.S. Highway 


31 to Columbia, Tenn., thence southeast 
along Tennessee Highway 50 to Lewis- 
burg, Tenn., thence south along U.S. 
Highway 431 to the Tennessee -Alabama 
State Line, thence west along the Ten- 
nessee-Alabama State Line to its inter¬ 
section with Alabama Highway 17, 
thence south along Alabama Highway 17 
to Hamilton, Ala., thence west along U.S. 
Highway 78 to the Alabama-Mississippi 
State Line, thence south along the Ala¬ 
bama-Mississippi State Line to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 80. thence 
west along U.S. Highway 80 to the Mis- 
sissippi-Louisiana State Line, thence 
north along the Mississippi-Louisiana 
State Line to the Arkansas-Louisiana 
State Line, thence west along the Arkan¬ 
sas-Louisiana State Line to the point of 
beginning, and Lilbourn, Mo. Restric¬ 
tions : No service shall be rendered in the 
transportation of any package or article 
weighing more than 70 pounds or ex¬ 
ceeding 180 inches in length and girth 
combined, no service shall be provided 
in the transportation of packages or arti¬ 
cles weighing in the aggregate more than 
200 pounds from one consignor to one 
consignee on any one day. 

Note. — If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn. 

No. MC 69833 (Sub-No. 114). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1976. Applicant: ASSOCIATED 
TRUCK LINES, INC., Vandenberg Cen¬ 
ter. Grand Rapids. Mich. 49502. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Harry Pohlad 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier . 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment): Serving the plantsite of 
Lowell Engineering Company at or near 
Alto. Mich., as an off-route point in con¬ 
nection with carrier’s presently author¬ 
ised routes. 

Note. — If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Lans¬ 
ing or Detroit. Mich. 

No. MC 73165 (Sub-No. 377), filed Feb¬ 
ruary* 4, 1976. Applicant: EAGLE MO¬ 
TOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 11086. 830 
North 33rd St., Birmingham, Ala. 35202. 
Applicant’s representative: William P. 
Parker ‘Same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Foam board, 
insulation, and insulated gypsum foam 
board panels, from points in Dallas 
County, Tex., and Salt Lake County, 
Utah, to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii); and (2) 
materials, used in the manufacture of 
foam board, insulation, and insulated 
gypsum foam board panels (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii), to points in Dallas County, Tex., 
and Salt Lake County, Utah. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Dallas or Houston, Tex. 


No. MC 76065 (Sub-No. 32). filed Jan¬ 
uary 26. 1976. Applicant: EHRLICH - 
NEWARK TRUCKING CO., INC.. 505 
West 37th Street, New York. N.Y. 10018. 
Applicant’s representative: Michael R. 
Werner. 2 West 45th Street, New York. 
N.Y. 10036. Au hority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicl?, 
over irregular routes, transportin'?: 
Wearing apparel and materials, supplies 
and equipment used in the manufacture 
of wearing apparel (except commodities 
in bulk), between points in Pennsylva¬ 
nia on and east of U.S. Highway 11 on the 
one hand, and, on the o her, points in 
Delaware and those in Carolina, Dor¬ 
chester, and Wicomico Counties, Md. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at New 
York. N.Y. 

No. MC 82492 (Sub-No. 130), filed 
February 4, 1976. Applicant: MICHIGAN 
& NEBRASKA TRANSIT CO., INC.. P.O. 
Box 2853, 2109 Olmstead Road. Kalama¬ 
zoo, Mich. 49003. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: William C. Harris (Same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Infant clothing and infant care products 
and supplies in mixed shipments with 
foodstuffs (except commodities in bulk), 
from the facilities of Gerber Products 
Company, located at or near Fremont, 
Mich., to points in Minnesota, North Da¬ 
kota, and South Dakota. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Chicago, HI. or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 82841 (Sub-No. 164), flledFeb- 
ruary 4, 1976. Applicant: HUNT TRANS¬ 
PORTATION. INC., 1077D “I” Street. 
Omaha. Nebr. 68127. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Donald L. Stern, 530 Uni vac 
Building. 7100 West Center Road, Oma¬ 
ha, Nebr. 68106. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 

(1) Marble chips, from Wheatland, Wyo., 
to points hi Arkansas. Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa. Kansas, Minnesota. Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska. Oklahoma, and Wisconsin: and 

(2) scoria from Dona Ana County, N. 
Mex., to points in Arkansas. Illinois, In¬ 
diana. Iowa. Kansas. Minnesota. Mis¬ 
souri. Nebraska. Oklahoma, and Wiscon¬ 
sin. 

Note. — If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Chicago. 
HI. 

No. MC 83835 (Sub-No. 129), filed 
February 9, 1976. Applicant: WALES 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 
6186, Dallas, Tex. 75222. App licant's rep¬ 
resentative: James W. Hightower. 136 
Wynnewood Professional Bldg.. Dallas. 
Tex. 75224. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Telescoping poles and acces¬ 
sories, attachments and parts therefor; 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture of the commodities in 
(1) above (except commodities in bulk), 
between Peachtree City, Ga. f on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
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United States (except Georgia and 
Hawaii). 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Dallas, 

Tex. 

No. MC 88380 (Sub-No. 20) (Correc¬ 
tion). filed December 18, 1975, published 
in the Federal Register issue of Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1976. republished as corrected 
this issue. Applicant: REB TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION, INC., 2400 Cold Springs Road, 
Fort Worth, Tex. 76106. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: John L. Payne, (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Iron and steel articles . as 
defined in Appendix V to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from the 
facilities of Chaparral Steel Company, 
Inc., at or near Midlothian. Tex., to 
points in Texas; and (2) Iron and steel 
scraps, from points in Texas, to the 
origin facilities named in (1) above. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
Is to correct the commodity description. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, the appUcant 
requests it be held at Fort Worth or Dallas, 

Tex. 

No. MC 93186 (Sub-No. 1), filed Janu¬ 
ary 29, 1976. Applicant: EUDELL 

WATTS m, doing business as WATTS 
TRANSFER & DELIVERY SERVICE, 
825-lst Avenue, Rock Island, Ill. 61201. 
Applicant’s representative: James Coryn, 
312 First National Bank Bldg., 17th St. 
and 2d Avenue. Rock Island, HI. 61201. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the plant- 
site of French & Hecht Division, Kelsey- 
Hayes Co., located at or near Walcott, 
Iowa, as an oiT-route point in connec¬ 
tion with carrier’s otherwise authorized 
regular route operations to and from 
Davenport, Iowa. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Chicago, Ill., or Des Moines. Iowa. 

No. MC 97526 (Sub-No. 2), filed De¬ 
cember 29, 1975. Applicant: NEVADA 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 301 Commercial 
Row, Reno, Nev. 89502. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William D. Taylor, 100 Pine 
Street. San Francisco, Calif. 94111. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment), (1) Be¬ 
tween Reno, Nev.. over Interstate High¬ 
way 80 to Verdi, Nev., and return over 
the same route; (2) Between Reno, Nev. 
over Interstate Highway 80 to Winne- 
niucca, Nev., and return over the same 
route; (3) Between Reno, Nev. over U.S. 
Highway 395 to Carson City, Nev. and 


return over the same route; (4) Between 
Carson City, Nev. over U.S. Highway 50 
to Fallon, Nev. and return over the same 
route; (5) Between Wadsworth, Nev. 
over Alternate U.S. Highway 95 to Yer- 
ington, Nev. and return over the same 
route; (6) Between Yerington. Nev. over 
Nevada State Highway 3 to Topaz Lake, 
Nev. and return over the same route; (7) 
Between junction of Nevada State High¬ 
way 3 and U.S. Highway 395 at Topaz 
Lake, Nev. over U.S. Highway 395 via 
Gardnerville and Minden, Nev. to Carson 
City, Nev., serving the off-route commu¬ 
nity of Stewart, Nev. and return over the 
same route; (8) Between Carson City, 
Nev. over U.S. Highway 395 and Nevada 
State Highway 88 to Centerville, Nev. and 
return over the same route; (9) Between 
Gardnerville, Nev. over Nevada State 
Highway 56 to its junction with un¬ 
numbered county road and Nevada State 
Highway 88 at Centerville, Nev. thence 
over unnumbered county road to its 
junction with Nevada State Highway 19 
at a point approximately 11 miles east of 
Stateline, Nev. thence over Nevada State 
Highway 19 to Stateline, Nev. and return 
over the same route; 

(10) Between Carson City, Nev. over 
U.S. Highway 50 to Stateline, Nev. and 
return over the same route; (11) Be¬ 
tween Stateline, Nev. over UJ5. Highway 
50 and Nevada State Highway 28 via 
Zephyr Cover, Glenbrook, and Incline 
Village to Crystal Bay, Nev. and return 
over the same route; (12) Between Crys¬ 
tal Bay, Nev. over Nevada State Highway 
27 to its junction with U.S. Highway 395 
at a point approximately 10 miles south 
of Reno, Nev. and return over the same 
route; (13) Between junction of Nevada 
State Highway 17 and U.S. Highway 395 
at a point approximately 10 miles south 
of Reno. Nev. over Nevada State High¬ 
way 17 via Virginia City, Gold Hill, and 
Silver City, Nev. to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 50 at a point approximately 
4 miles west of Dayton, Nev. and return 
over the same route ; (14) Between Fern- 
ley, Nev. over Alternate U.S. Highway 95 
and U.S. Highway 50 to Fallon, Nev. and 
return over the same route; (15) Be¬ 
tween Yerington, Nev. over Alternate 
UB. Highway 95 to Schurz, Nev. and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (16) Between 
Schurz, Nev. over U.S. Highway 95 to its 
junction with Interstate Highway 80 at 
a point approximately 24 miles south 
of Lovelock, Nev. and return over the 
same route; (17) Between Weed Heights, 
Nev. over unnumbered county road via 
Mason to its junction with Nevada State 
Highway 3 at a point approximately 10 
miles east of Smith, Nev. and return over 
the same route; (18) Between Yerington, 
Nev. over Alternate and U.S. Highway 95 
to Las Vegas, Nev. and return over the 
same route; (19) Between Fernley, Nev. 
over Alternate U.S. Highway 95 to Yer¬ 
ington, Nev. and return over the same 
route; (20) Between Stateline, Nev. over 
Nevada State Highway 19 to Genoa, Nev. 
and return over the same route; (21) Be¬ 
tween Genoa, Nev. over Nevada State 
Highway 57 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 395 at a point approximately 2 


miles north of Minden, Nev. and return 
over the same route; (22) Between Las 
Vegas, Nev. over U.S. Highway 95 to 
Boulder City. Nev. and return over the 
same route; (23) Between Reno, Nev. 
over U.S. Highway 395 to Purdy, Nev. and 
return over the same route; (24) Serv¬ 
ing all points and places within the 
counties of Clark, Douglas, Lyon, Orms- 
by, Storey, and Washoe, Nev., in con¬ 
nection with service performed over the 
above-described regular routes. 

Note. —If a bearing l« deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Reno or Las Vegas, Nev., or San Francisco, 
Calif. 

No. MC 100449 (Sub-No. 60), filed 
Feb. 2. 1976. Applicant: MALLINGER 
TRUCK LINE, INC., R.F.D. No. 4, Fort 
Dodge, Iowa 50501. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas E. Leahy, Jr., 1980 
Financial Center, Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat by-products and 
articles distributed by meat packing - 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates . 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766, from the plantsite 
and cold storage facilities utilized by 
Wilson & Co., Inc., at Albert Lea, Minn., 
to points in Nebraska, restricted to traffic 
originating at the above specified plant- 
site and cold storage facility, and des¬ 
tined to the named destination. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No. MC 102401 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
January 2. 1976. Applicant: TAYLOR 
HEAVY HAULING. INC., 20601 West Ire¬ 
land Road, South Bend, Ind. 46613. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Paul F. Sulli¬ 
van, 711 Washington Bldg., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (I) 
Self-propelled road construction and 
earth moving machines and equipment, 
each weighing 15,000 lbs. or more, (ex¬ 
cept trailers designed to be drawn by 
truck tractors), restricted to commod¬ 
ities transported on trailers, and related 
machinery, tools, parts and supplies 
moving therewith; (a) from Berrien, 
Cass, St. Joseph, Van Buren, Allegan, and 
Barry Counties, Mich., to points in the 
United States (except those in Alaska, 
Arkansas, Hawaii. Illinois, Indiana, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan. 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Mexico, Okla¬ 
homa, Texas, and those in Ohio on and 
north of U.S. Highway 30 from the Ohio- 
West Virginia State line to Mansfield, 
Ohio, thence along U.S. Highway 30N to 
Delphos, Ohio, and thence along U.S. 
Highway 30 to the Ohio-Indiana State 
line) and further restricted against 
service from St. Joseph County, Mich.; 
to points in Ohio); (b) from Lake, 
Porter, La Porte, St. Joseph, Elkhart, 
Newton, Benton, Warren, Carroll. Starke, 
Pulaski, Fulton, Marshall, Kosciusko, 
Tippecanoe, Cass, Jasper, and White 
Counties, Ind., to points in the United 
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States (except Alaska, Arkansas, Hawaii, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Michigan. Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, New Mexico, Oklahoma. Texas, 
Ohio, Alabama. Iowa. Tennessee, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, points in Nebraska 
east of U.S. Highway 81. those in South 
Dakota east of U.S. Highway 281 and 
those in South Carolina south of U.S. 
Highway 378 and South Carolina High¬ 
way 90): and (c> from Will. Cook. Kan¬ 
kakee. Iroquois. Vermillion, Lake, Du- 
Page, Boone. McHenry, Kane. DeKalb. 
Kendall, La Salle, Grundey, Livingston, 
and Ford Counties. HI., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska. Arkansas, 
Hawaii, Illinois, Indiana. Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana. Michigan, Mississippi, 
Missouri. New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Alabama, Colorado. Georgia, Iowa, Min¬ 
nesota, Nebraska. North Dakota, South 
Dakota. Ohio, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, West Virginia, Wisconsin, ar.d Wy¬ 
oming). The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway at South Bend, 
Ind. (St. Joseph County). 

(2) (a) self-propelled tractors, each 
weighing 15,000 lbs. or more, and related 
parts moving therewith from Springfield, 
HI., to points in Lake. Porter, La Porte, 
St. Joseph. Starke. Marshall, and Ko¬ 
sciusko Counties. Ind., and in Berrien, 
Cass, St. Joseph. Van Buren, Allegan, and 
Barry Counties, Mich. The purpose of 
tills filing is to eliminate the gateway at 
Cook County, Ill. (b) self-propelled 
tractors used or useful in road construc¬ 
tion and earth moving (except trailers 
designed to be drawn by truck tractors), 
each weighing 15,000 lbs. or more, and 
restricted to commodities transported on 
trailers, and related parts moving there¬ 
with from Springfield, Ill., to points in 
Maine, New Hampshire. Vermont. Mas¬ 
sachusetts. Connecticut. Rhode Island, 
Pennsylvania. New York, New Jersey, 
Maryland. Delaware. Washington, D.C., 
Virginia, North Carolina, those points in 
West Virginia on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 50. Washington. Oregon, those in 
and north of San Luis Obispo, Kern, 
Tulare and Inyo Counties, Calif., those in 
Nevada on and west of U.S. Highway 95, 
those in and west of Madison, Jefferson, 
Lewis and Clark, Teton, Pondera, and 
Glacier Counties. Mont. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways at 
Cook County. Ill. and South Bend (St. 
Joseph County), Ind. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Chicago. Ill. or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 102478 (Sub-No. 6), filed Janu¬ 
ary 26, 1976. Applicant: BRIGHT BELT 
MOTOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 237. 
Grifton, N.C. 28530. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Jesse H. Wade (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a covimon carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Roofing and building materials, indus¬ 
trial asphalt, from the plantsite of Trum¬ 
bull Asphalt Company, at Morehead City, 


N.C., and points in Carteret County, N.C., 
to points in Pennsylvania, South Caro¬ 
lina, Virginia, and North Carolina. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Raleigh, N.C., 
or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 104430 (Sub-No. 47), filed 
February 9. 1976. Applicant: CAPITAL 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC., P.O. 
Box 408, Highway 24 West, McComb, 
Miss. 39648. Applicant’s representative: 
Donald B. Morrison, 1500 Deposit Guar¬ 
anty Plaza, P.O. Box 22628, Jackson, 
Miss. 39205. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Blends of animal and vegetable oils or 
fats, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from West- 
wego. La., to points in Mississippi. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Jackson, Miss., or New Orleans, La. 

No. MC 105881 (Sub-No. 52), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1976. Applicant: M. R. & R. 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 715 North Fer- 
don Blvd., Crestview, Fla. 32536. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. Guy McKenzie, 
Jr., P.O. Box 1200, Tallahassee, Fla. 
32302. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by the 
Commission and commodities in bulk), 
serving points in Sumter County, Ga., as 
off-route points in connection with car¬ 
rier’s presently authorized regular route 
operations. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 107445 (Sub-No. 10), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 9. 1976. Applicant: UNDERWOOD 
MACHINERY TRANSPORT, INC.. 940 
W. Troy Avenue, Indianapolis. Ind. 46225. 
Applicant’s representative: Alki E. Sco- 
pelitis, 815 Merchants Bank Building, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Electrical and mechanical 
antipollution systems and parts thereof, 
from the facilities of Van Huffel Tube 
Corporation, located at Warren, Ohio, 
to points in the United States including 
Alaska, but excluding Hawaii. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Indianapolis, Ind.. or Chicago, IU. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 1016), filed 
January 12. 1976. Applicant: RUAN 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 666 
Grand Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 
Applicant’s representative: E. Check, 
P.O. Box 855, Des Moines, Iowa 50304. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: (1) Caustic 
soda, in bulk, from Superior, Wis.. to 
points in Michigan, Minnesota and Wis¬ 
consin: (2) paint and paint products, in 
bulk, from Ft. Madison. Iowa to points in 
Georgia; and (3) anhydrous ammonia, 


in bulk, in tank vehicles, (a) from the 
storage facility of CF Industries, located 
near Glenwood, Minn., to points in Iowa, 
Minnesota, North Dakota. South Dakota 
and Wisconsin; and (b) from the stor¬ 
age facility of CF Industries, located 
near Grand Forks. N. Dak., to points in 
Minnesota, North Dakota and South 
Dakota. 

Note. — Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Chicago. 
Ill., or Omaha. Nebr. 

No. MC 107818 (Sub-No. 79), filed Jan¬ 
uary 19, 1976. Applicant: GREENSTEIN 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 280 N.W. 12th 
Avenue, P.O. Box 608, Pompano Beach, 
Fla. 33061. Applicant’s representative: 
Martin Sack, Jr., 1754 Gulf Life Tower, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 32207. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Dairy products, from 
Van Wert, Ohio and Champaign, HI., 
to points in Alabama. Florida, Georgia, 
and Tennessee; and (2) oleomargarine 
(except in bulk), from Bradley and 
Kankakee, HI., to points in Alabama. 
Florida, Georgia and Tennessee; and (3) 
dessert toppings, from Holland, Mich., 
to points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
and Tennessee. 

Note. — If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Chicago, Ili. or Atlanta. Ga. 

No. MC 107993 (Sub-No. 42) (Restric¬ 
tive Amendment), filed October 22, 1975, 
published in the Federal Register is¬ 
sue of November 13, 1975. republished as 
restrictively amended this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: J. J. WILLIS TRUCKING COM¬ 
PANY, a Corporation, P.O. Box 5328, 
Terminal Station, Dallas, Tex. 75222. 
Applicant’s representative: J. G. Dail. 
Jr.. 1111 E. Street. N.W., Washington. 
D.C. 20004. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting : Iron 
and steel articles and materials, supplies 
and equipment, used in the manufacture 
of iron and steel articles, from the plant- 
site and storage facilities of National 
Pipe & Tube Company, located in Liberty 
County, Tex., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska, Hawaii and 
Texas), and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies, used in the manufacture, 
processing and distribution of iron and 
steel articles (except commodities in 
bulk), from points in the United States 
(except Alaska. Haw'aii. and Texas) to 
the plantsite of and facilities of National 
Pipe and Tube Company, located in 
Liberty County, Tex., restricted in parts 
(1) and (2) above to traffic originating 
at and destined to the named plantsite 
and facilities of National Pipe and Tube 
Company and the named states. 

Note. —The purpose of this republicatiou 
is to amend the requested authority in this 
proceeding. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo. 
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MC 108398 (Sub-No. 46). filed Janu¬ 
ary 12. 1976. Applicant: RINGSBY- 
PACIFIC LTD., 3980 Quebec Street, Den¬ 
ver, Colo. 80207. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Alvin J. Meklejohn. Jr., 1660 Lin¬ 
coln Street, Suite 1600 Lincoln Center, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, livestock, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), (1) Between Ogden. Utah 
and Maryhill, Wash., serving no inter¬ 
mediate points: From Ogden, Utah over 
Interstate Highway 80N to Biggs, Oreg., 
thence over U.S. Highway 97 to Mary¬ 
hill, Wash., and return'over the same 
route; service at Ogden, Utah is re¬ 
stricted to interchange and interline of 
traffic with Ringsby Truck Lines. Inc., 
and sendee at Maryhill, Wash., is re¬ 
stricted to joinder with applicant’s other¬ 
wise authorized routes; and (2) Between 
junction Interstate Highway 80 and U.S. 
Highway 30N near Little America. Wyo., 
and Maryhill, Wash., serving no inter¬ 
mediate points: From junction Interstate 
Highway 80 and U.S. Highway 30N over 
U.S. Highway 30N to joinder with In¬ 
terstate Highway 15W, thence over U.S. 
Highway 30N and Interstate Highway 
15W to junction Interstate Highway 80N, 
thence over Interstate Highway 80N to 
Biggs. Oreg., and from Biggs. Oreg., over 
U.S. Highway 97 to Maryhill. Wash., and 
return over the same route, service at 
junction Interstate Highway 80 and U.S. 
Highway 30N is restricted to interchange 
and interline of traffic with Ringsby 
Truck Lines, Inc., and service at Mary¬ 
hill, Wash., is restricted to joinder with 
applicant's otherwise authorized routes, 
and service on both of the above- 
described routes is restricted to traffic 
moving to. from or through Denver. 
Colo., or Cheyenne, Wyo. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Denver, 
Colo., or Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 109478 (Sub-No. 141), filed 
January 21, 1976. Applicant: WORSTER 
MOTOR LINES. INC., R.D. #1. Gay 
Road, North East, Pa. 16428. Applicant’s 
representative: Joseph F. Mackrell, 23 
West Tenth Street. Erie, Pa. 16501. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel rust- 
preventing or removing compound (other 
than petroleum), metal cutting , drawing 
and drilling compounds (other than pe¬ 
troleum), brake fluid (other than petro¬ 
leum), cleaning, washing and scouring 
compound, petroleum tar, petroleum 
wax, petroleum oil, compounded oil and 
greases and lubricating greases, and oil 
emulsions, in containers and petroleum 
end petro leum products as described in 
Appendix Xm to the report in Descrip - 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 (except in bulk and related 
advertising material), from Bradford 
and Farmers Valley (McKean County), 
Pa.; Emlenton (Venango County), Pa., 


and Buffalo, N.Y., to points in Connecti¬ 
cut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island and Vermont. 

Not*. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 110325 (Sub-No. 72), filed 
February 4,1976. Applicant: TRANSCON 
LINES, P.O. Box 92220, Los Angeles. 
Calif. 90009. Applicant’s representative: 
Jerome Biniasz, 101 Continental Boule¬ 
vard. El Segundo, Calif. 90245. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, livestock. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment): Serving the plant- 
site and facilities of Amoco Chemicals 
Corporation, located at or near Choco¬ 
late Bayou * Alvin), Tex., as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier’s au¬ 
thorized regular route operations. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It bo held at either Houston or 
Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 110563 (Sub-No. 167), filed 
January 27, 1976. Applicant: COLD WAY 
FOOD EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 747 
(Ohio Building), Sidney, Ohio 45365. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Joseph M. 
Scanlan. Ill W. Washington, Chicago, 
Ill. 60602. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irreg^ar routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs, from Chelsea, Mich., to points 
in Arkansas. Oklahoma, and Texas, re¬ 
stricted to traffic oiiginating at Chelsea, 
Mich. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either De¬ 
troit, Mich, or Toledo, Ohio. 

No. MC 111310 (Sub-No. 16). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 6. 1976. Applicant: BEER TRAN¬ 
SIT. INC., P.O. Box 338, Hartland. Wise. 
53029. Applicant’s representative: Wayne 
W. Wilson, P.O. Box 232, 329 W. Wil¬ 
son St., Madison, Wise. 53701. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Malt beverages, and 
related advertising equipment, premi¬ 
ums, materials and supplies, when 
shipped therewith, from St. Louis, Mo., 
and La Crosse, Wise., to points in Min¬ 
nesota; and (2) rejected shipments and 
empty malt beverage containers, from 
points in Minnesota, to St. Louis. Mo., 
and La Crosse, Wise. 

Note. —Dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Madison 
or Black River Falls, Wise. 

No. MC 112963 (Sub-No. 61), filed 
January 26, 1976. Applicant: ROY 

BROS., INC., 764 Boston Road, Pine- 
hurst, Mass. 01866. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Leonard E. Murphy (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid and dry commodities, In bulk, 
in tank vehicles (except gasoline, ce¬ 


ment, kerosene, lubricating oil, heating 
oils, jet fuel, fuel oil, road oils, asphalt 
and tars), (1) from points in Rhode Ls- 
land, to points in Connecticut, Maine. 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire and Ver¬ 
mont; and (2) from Fall River, Mass., to 
points in Connecticut. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at eitl i*r 
Providence, R.I. or Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 113325 (Sub-No. 142). filed 
Feb. 2. 1976. Applicant: SLAY TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., 2001 * South 
Seventh Street, St. Louis, Mo. 63104 Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: T. M. Tahan 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Animal fats and oils, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from St. Louis. 
Mo., to points in the United States in 
and east of North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Kansas, Oklihoma, and Texas. 

Not*. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at St. Louis. 

Mo. 

No. MC 113434 (Sub-No. 68), filed 
February 6, 1976. Applicant : GRA-BELL 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 679 Lincoln Ave¬ 
nue. Holland, Mich. 49423. Applicant’s 
representative: Wilhelmina Boersma, 
1600 First Federal Bldg., Detroit, Mich. 
48226. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food¬ 
stuffs. in containers (except in bulk and 
tank trucks), and advertising matter, 
display racks and premiums, when mov¬ 
ing at the same time and in the same 
vehicle with foodstuffs, from the facili¬ 
ties of American Home Foods Division of 
American Home Products Corporation 
at LaPorte, Ind., to points in Illinois. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at New York. 
N.Y.. or Washington D.C. 

No. MC 113495 (Sub-No. 74), filed 
February 6, 1976. Applicant: GREGORY 
HEAVY HAULERS, INC., 51 Oldham St., 
P.O. Box 60628, Nashville, Tenn. 37206. 
Applicant’s representative: Wilmer B. 
Hill, 805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 
Eleventh St.. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20001. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Mining 
machinery and equipment and drying 
machinery and equipment, and parts, 
accessories and equipment used in con¬ 
nection therewith, and materials, sup¬ 
plies and equipment us?d in the manu¬ 
facture thereof (except commodities in 
bulk), between points in Smyth County. 
Va., on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —Common control may be Involved 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held on a consolidated 
record with Moss Trucking Company, Inc. at 
either Washington, D.C. or Nashville. Tenn. 

No. MC 113908 (Sub-No. 365) filed 
January 30.1976. Applicant: ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 2104 
East Dale Street. P.O. Box 1380 G.S.S.. 
Springfield, Mo. 65180. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: B. B. Whitehead (same ad- 
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dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, in bulk, from 
the Owensboro Riverport Authority at 
or near Owensboro, Ky., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, District of Columbia, 
Florida (points on and north of Florida 
State Highway 40), Georgia, Illinois, In¬ 
diana. Iowa, Kansas, (points on and east 
of U.S. Highway 81), Kentucky. Louisi¬ 
ana. Mississippi, Maryland, Michigan, 
Minnesota (points on and south of Min¬ 
nesota Highway 210). Missouri, Nebraska 
(points on and east of U.S. Highway 81). 
New York (points on and west of U.S. 
Highway 81), North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oklahoma (points on and east of U.S. 
Highway 81), Pennsylvania (points on 
and west of Interstate Highways 81. 81E 
and 80), South Carolina and South Da¬ 
kota (points on and east of U.S. Highway 
81), Tennessee. Texas (points on and east 
of the following highways: commencing 
at the Oklahoma-Texas state boundary - 
U.S. Highway 81 to Fort Worth, Tex., 
thence along U.S. Highway 287 to Ennis, 
Tex., thence along U.S. Highway 45 to 
Houston. Tex., thence along Texas State 
Highway 288 to the Gulf of Mexico), Vir¬ 
ginia, West Virginia and Wisconsin. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Kansas City, Mo., Chicago, III. or Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 113908 (Sub-No. 366), filed 
January 22.1976. Applicant: ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION. 2105 
East Dale Street. P.O. Box 3180 G.S.S., 
Springfield. Mo. 65804. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: B. B. Whitehead (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Brandy, rum. wine and wine 
products » in bulk, from Atlanta and Ro¬ 
berta. Ga., to Cincinnati, Ohio; (2) Wine, 
in bulk, from Atlanta and Roberta. Ga.. 
to Jacksonville, Fla.: and (3) brandy, 
neutral spirits, distilled spirits and alco¬ 
hol, in bulk, from Roberta. Ga., to points 
in Illinois and New Jersey. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Kansas City, Mo.: Chicago. Ill. or Washing¬ 
ton, DC. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 404). filed 
February 5, 1976. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT INCORPORATED, 29 
Clayton Hills Lane, St. Louis. Mo. 63131. 
Applicant’s representative: J. R. Ferris, 
230 St. Clair Avenue. East St. Louis, HI. 
62201. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Products 
of corn, in bulk, from the plantsites and 
facilities of CPC International, at Chi¬ 
cago and Pekin, HI., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at St. Louis. Mo., or 
Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 115821 (Sub-No. 18) (Restric¬ 
tive Amendment), filed December 12, 
1975, published In the Federal Register 


issue of January 22. 1876, republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: FRANK 
BEELMAN, doing business as BEELMAN 
TRUCK CO.. St. Libory. HI. 62282. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Ernest A. 
Brooks, II, 1301 Ambassador Bldg., St. 
Louis. Mo. 63101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier. by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Fly ash, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from East Alton. HI., to points in Indiana, 
Kentucky, Arkansas, Tennessee and Mis¬ 
souri (except those points located on and 
south of U.S. Highway 36, on and east 
of U.S. Highway 63, and on and north 
of U.S. Highway 60). 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
is to restrlctively amend out that portion 
of (Sub-No. 18). seeking to transport wood 
chips, in bulk, from Hoyleton, HI. to the 
plantslte of Westvaco Corp.. located at Wick- 
IifTe, Ky. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant does not specify location. 

No. MC 115821 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
February 19, 1976. Applicant: FRANK 
BEELMAN. doing business as BEELMAN 
TRUCK CO.. St. Libory. HI. 62282. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Ernest A. Brooks 
II, 1301 Ambassador Building. St. Louis, 
Mo. 63101. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Wood chips, in bulk, from Hoyleton, Ill., 
to the plantslte of Westvaco Corp. lo¬ 
cated at Wickliffe, Ky. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant does not specify location. 

No. MC 116014 (Sub-No. 76), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 9, 1976. Applicant: OLIVER 

TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
53, Winchester, Ky. 40391. Applicant’s 
representative: Louis J. Amato, P.O. Box 
E. Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Plywood and veneer, be¬ 
tween Danville, Va., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Arkansas. 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan. 
Missouri. Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee 
and West Virginia. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at DanvUle 
or Richmond, Va. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
February 9. 1976. Applicant: ECK 

MILLER TRANSPORTATION COR¬ 
PORATION. 2015 Alsop Lane. P.O. Box 
1279. Owensboro. Ky. 42301. Applicant’s 
representative: Fred Bradley, Box 773, 
Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Structural steel tubing and 
gear frame side and cross bars (except 
commodities which because of their size 
or weight require the use of special 
equipment or handling), from Elkhart, 
Ind., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Lexington or Louisville, Ky. or Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. 22), filed 
January 19, 1976. Applicant: ECK 

MILLER TRANSPORTATION COR¬ 


PORATION. 2015 Alsop Lane. P.O. Box 
1279. Owensboro. Ky. 42301. Applicant’s 
representative: Fred Bradley, P.O. Box 
773, Frankfort. Ky. 40601. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Non-ferrous metals (ex¬ 
cept liquid in bulk), between points 
within the United States in and east of 
Kansas, Iowa. Minnesota. Nebraska. 
Oklahoma and Texas, restricted to serv¬ 
ice only for the account of Metal Ex¬ 
change Corporation. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it bo held at either 
Lexington or Louisville. Ky., or Washington. 
DC. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. 23). filed 
January 20, 1976. Applicant: ECK MIL¬ 
LER TRANSPORTATION CORPORA¬ 
TION, 2015 Alsop Lane. P.O. Box 1279. 
Owensboro, Ky. 42301. Applicants rep¬ 
resentative: Fred Fradley, P.O. Box 773, 
Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives. and household goods as defined 
by the Commission), between South- 
wind Maritime Centre, located at or near 
Mt. Vernon (Posey County), Ind., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Arkansas, Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana, 
Missouri, Ohio and Tennessee. 

Note. —If a hearing Is seemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Lexington or Louisville, Ky., or Washington. 
D.C. 

No. MC 117165 (Sub-No. 40), filed 
February 6. 1976. Applicant: ST. LOUIS 
FREIGHT LINES, INC.. 413 U.S. High¬ 
way 20 West. Michigan City, Ind. 46360. 
Applicant’s represen.ative: Patrick E. 
Quinn. P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Plastic 
foam insulation panels, from Joliet, Hi., 
to points in Alabama. Arkansas. Florida. 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi. North 
Carolina, South Carolina. Virginia and 
West Virginia, restricted against the 
transportation of commodities in bulk. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago. 
III. 

No. MC 117574 (Sub-No. 273), filed 
January 26. 1976. Applicant: DAILY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 1076 Harrisburg Pike. P.O. 
Box 39. Carlisle. Pa. 17013. Applicant’s 
representative: James W. Hagar, 100 
Pine Street, P.O. Box 1166, Harrisburg. 
Pa. 17108. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Earth 
moving, material handling, paving, mine, 
quarry and compaction machinery and 
equipment; air compressors; pumps, and 
portable light plants, between points in 
North Carolina and South Carolina; and 
(2) attachments, accessories, parts and 
supplies, used in connection with erec¬ 
tion, construction, operation, repair or 
maintenance of the commodities named 
in (1) above, between points in North 
Carolina and South Caroline , on the one 
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hand, and, on the other, points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware. Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Maine, Maryland. Massachusetts, 
Michigan. Minnesota. New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Islari, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments originating at or 
destined to the facilities of L. B. Smith, 
Inc., its affiliates, subsidiaries, suppliers 
or distributors. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either New York, 
N.Y., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 117904 (Sub-No. 43), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1976. Applicant: GROVER 
TRUCKING CO., 1710 West Broadway, 
Idaho Falls. Idaho 83401. Applicant's 
representative: Irene Warr, 430 Judge 
Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting:’ Masonry articles 
and supplies that require the use of spe¬ 
cial equipment when loading and unload¬ 
ing, from Denver. Boulder and Pueblo, 
Colo., to points in Idaho. California, 
Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington and Wyoming. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Denver, Colo, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 117940 (Sub-No. 171) filed 
February 4, 1976. Applicant: NATION¬ 
WIDE CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 104, 
Maple Plain, Minn. 55359. Applicant's 
representative: Allan L. Timmerman 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Iron and steel tubing, in 
boxes or crates, from Pearl Creek. N.Y. 
and Cynthiana, Ky. t to St. Cloud, Minn., 
restricted to traffic destined to the facili¬ 
ties of Franklin Manufacturing Com¬ 
pany located at St. Cloud, Minn. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in No. MC 114789 and subs there¬ 
under, therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. Common control may also be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at either St. 
Paul or Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 118142 (Sub-No. 114) filed 
January 22,1976. Applicant: M. BRUEN- 
GER & CO., INC., 6250 North Broadway, 
Wichita, Kans. 67219. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Eugene W. Hiatt, 308 Cas- 
•son Bldg., 603 Topeka Blvd., Topeka, 
Kans. 66603. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fro¬ 
zen vegetables , frozen potato products . 
frozen juices , frozen pizzas, pies and bak- 
ery goods, between Laramie, Wyo., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note.-— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
tho applicant requests it be held at either 
Wichita or Topeka, Kans., Kansas City, Mo. 
or Laramie, Wyo. 

No. MC 118535 (Sub-No. 74) filed Feb¬ 
ruary 5,1976. Applicant: TIONA TRUCK 
line, me.. Ill 8. Prospect, Butler, Mo. 


64730. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
burn L. Williamson, 280 National Foun¬ 
dation Life Bldg.. 3535 N.W. 58th, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73112. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Dry corn products, from the plant- 
site and storage facilities of Lincoln 
Grain, Inc., Cereal Processing Division, 
located at or near Atchison, Kans., to 
points in Alabama. Arizona. Arkansas, 
Colorado, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana. Michigan, 
Minnesota. Mississippi, Missouri, Nebras¬ 
ka, New Mexico. North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Wisconsin and 
Wyoming. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Kansas 
City, Mo. 

No. MC 119560 (Sub-No. 12), filed 
February 5, 1976. Applicant: SOUTH¬ 
ERN BULK HAULERS. INC., P.O. Box 
278, Haryleyville, S.C. 29448. Applicant’s 
representative: Harris G. Andrews, P.O. 
Box 4255, Greenville. S.C. 29608. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sand, in bulk, in 
pneumatic trailers, from points In Ker¬ 
shaw County, S.C., to points in Alabama, 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee and Virginia. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at either Colum¬ 
bia. S.C. or Charlotte. N.C. 

No. MC 120727 (Sub-No. 5), filed Jan¬ 
uary 29, 1976. Applicant: GALLATIN- 
PORTLAND FREIGHT LINES, INC., 
James Street, P.O. Box 888, Gallatin, 
Tenn. 37066. Applicant’s representative: 
Walter Harwood, P.O. Box 15214, Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn. 37215. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), be¬ 
tween Nashville and Memphis, Tenn. 
(excluding those points in its commer¬ 
cial-zone lying outside of Tennessee) 
over Interstate Highway 40, serving no 
intermediate points, restricted against 
the handling of traffic which originates 
at, is destined to, or interlined at points 
in Davidson County, Tenn. and further 
restricted against tacking with presently 
held irregular route authority. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at NashvUle, Tenn. 

No. MC 121336 (Sub-No. 3), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 4, 1976. Applicant: SUPERIOR 
FAST DRAY AGE, doing business as SU¬ 
PERIOR EXPRESS, 611 North Mission 
Road, Los Angeles. Calif. 90033. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Clarence William 
Vandergrift, 1709 New York Avenue, 
N.W., Suite 305, Washington, D.C. 20006. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 


value, Classes A and B explosives, live¬ 
stock, commodities in bulk, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, and 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) moving on Bills of Lading of 
freight forwarders operating pursuant to 
Part IV of the Interstate Commerce Act, 
between points in California, Oregon and 
Washington. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 334), filed 
January 30. 1976. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
5021—21st Street, Racine, Wis. 53401. 
Applicant’s representative: Paul C. 
Gartzke, 121 West Doty Street. Madison, 
Wis. 53703. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Tractors, agricultural, industrial, con¬ 
struction, and excavation machinery and 
equipment; and (2) attachments, parts, 
accessories and equipment designed for 
use In conjunction with the commodities 
named in (1) above, between points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion of traffic originating at or destined 
to the sites of the manufacturing facil¬ 
ities, sales branch warehouses, storage 
facilities, retail stores and dealers of 
Long Mfg. N.C., Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Chicago, Ill. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 123061 (Sub-No. 79), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 9, 1976. Applicant: LEATHAM 
BROTHERS, INC.. 46 Orange, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84104. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Harry D. Pugsley, 315 East 2nd 
South, Suite 400. Salt Lake City, Utah 
84116. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Plant, 
garden and farm care materials and sup¬ 
plies, in packages and bags, from Sacra¬ 
mento, and San JoaquHn Counties, Calif., 
tb points in Idaho. Oregon, Utah, and 
Washington. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Sacramento, Calif, or Salt Lake City. Utah. 

No. MC 123255 (Sub-No. 65), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 9, 1976. Applicant: B & L MOTOR 
FREIGHT. INC., 140 Everett Ave., New¬ 
ark, Ohio 43055. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: C. F. Schnee Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foods uffs, from the plants!tes and stor¬ 
age facilities of Heinz U.S.A., located at 
Fremont, Bowling Green and Toledo, 
Ohio, to points in Connecticut, Massa¬ 
chusetts. New Jersey, New York, and 
Pennsylvania. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Columbus. Ohio. 

No. MC 123294 (Sub-No. 35) (Correc¬ 
tion). filed December 12, 1975, published 
in the Federal Recister issue of Febru¬ 
ary 12, 1976, republished as cor¬ 

rected this issue. Applicant: WARSAW 
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TRUCKING CO.. INC., 1102 West Winona 
Avenue. Warsaw, Ind. 46580. Applicant’s 
representative: Martin J. Leavitt, P.O. 
Box 400. 22375 Haggerty Road, North - 
ville, Mich. 48167. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Dry animal and poultry feeds, 
dry animal and poultry mineral mix¬ 
tures. animal and poultry tonics and 
medicines, insecticides, pesticides, live¬ 
stock and poultry feeders and equipment 
and advertising matter and premiums re¬ 
lated to such commodities (except the 
transpoi'tation of liquid commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and warehouse 
facilities of Moorman Manufacturing 
Co., at or near Bluffton, Ind., to points 
in Virginia, Alabama. Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia. Kentucky. Maryland, New York, 
Tennessee, West Virginia, Illinois, Mich¬ 
igan, Mississippi. Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, North Carolina and Wis¬ 
consin; and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies, used in the manufacture, 
sale and distribution of the above-named 
commodities (except the transportation 
of liquid commodities in bulk), from the 
above named destination states, to the 
plantsite or warehouse facilities of 
Moorman Manufacturing Co., at or near 
Bluffton, Ind. 

Note. —The purpose of this republicstion 
is to indicate that applicant's representative 
is located In Northvllle, Mich, in Ueu of 
Northvllle, Minn. If a hearing Is deemed nec¬ 
essary, the applicant requests It be held at 
Washington, D.C., or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 286). filed 
February 2, 1976. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square. U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind. 
46383. Applicant’s representative: Clif¬ 
ford J. Rice (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Building 
ynaterials (except in bulk), from Denver 
and Lafayette. Colo., to points in Kan¬ 
sas, Missouri, Nebraska. New Mexico, 
South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 287), filed 
Feb. 2. 1976. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT. INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Hwy. 6, Valparaiso, Ind. 
46383. Applicant's representative: 
Stephen H. Loeb (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Prefabri¬ 
cated buildings, and parts, equipment, 
and materials thereof, when shipped 
therewith, from Englewood. Colo., to 
points in Texas. Kansas, Oklahoma. New 
Mexico, Nebraska, and South Dakota. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Denver. Colo. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 288), filed 
February 9, 1976. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square. U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind. 
46383. Applicant’s representative: 
Stephen H. Loeb (same address as ap¬ 


plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wire and 
wire rope, from the plant and warehouse 
facilities of Broderick and Bascom Rope 
Co., located at Peoria, Ill., to points in 
Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington and Wyoming, restricted to traf¬ 
fic originating at the facilities of Brode¬ 
rick & Bascom Rope Co. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necesary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Chicago. 
Ill. or St. Louis. Mo. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 680), filed 
Feb. 6, 1976. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation, 611 
South 28 St., P.O. Box 1601, Milwaukee, 
Wis. 53201. Applicant's representative: 
Richard H. Prevette (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Ground limestone, from the plantsite of 
Cowan Stone Company, in Franklin 
County, Tenn.. to points in Tennessee; 
and (2) feldspar, from Middletown. 
Conn., to points in Pennsylvania and 
Maryland. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 113832 Sub 68. therefore 
dual operations may bo involved. Common 
control may also be Involved. If a hearing ts 
deemed necessary, applicant requests It be 
held at Memphis, Tenn.. or Raleigh, N.C. 

No. MC 124109 (Sub-No. 13), filed 
February 4. 1976. Applicant: B.F.C. 

TRANSPORTATION. INC., 708 “J” 

Street, P.O. Box 985. Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
52406. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 1980 Financial Center. 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Corrugated containers . 
partitions and parts therefor , and mate¬ 
rials and supplies, used in the manu¬ 
facture, processing and distribution of 
corrugated containers, betweeiT the 
plantsite of Packaging Corporation of 
America located at Marshalltown. Iowa, 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in Illinois. Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, South Dakota and Wisconsin, 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Packaging Corporation of America. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 124144 (Sub-No. 17). filed 
February 6, 1976. Applicant: ROBERT 
N. TOOMEY, doing business as ROBERT 
N. TOOMEY TRUCKING CO., 1516 
South George Street. York, Pa. 17403. 
Applicant’s representative: Charles E. 
Creager, 1329 Pennsylvania Avenue, 
P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown. Md. 21740. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Food- 
staffs, food treating compounds, chemi¬ 
cals (except in liquid form or in bulk). 
additives and advertising paraphernalia 
and materials, equipment and supplies, 
used in the manufacture, preparation, 
sale and distribution of spices, extracts 
and convenience foods. In vehicles 


equipped with mechanical refrigeration; 
and (2) co?nmodities, the transportation 
of which is exempt or partially exempt 
from regulation under the provisions of 
Section 203(b) (6) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, in mixed loads with the com¬ 
modities described in (1) above, between 
Baltimore, Md., on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in Alabama. Georgia. 
Mississippi, Tennessee, Illinois, Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota, Ohio, Indiana. Wiscon¬ 
sin, North Carolina, and South Carolina, 
under contract with McCormick & 
Company, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 124144 (Sub-No. 18). filed 
February 5, 1976. Applicant: ROBERT 
N. TOOMEY, doing business as ROB¬ 
ERT N. TOOMEY TRUCKING COM¬ 
PANY. 1516 South George Street, York. 
Pa 17403. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles E. Creager, 1329 Pennsylvania 
Ave., P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown. Md. 
21740. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Chains and miscellaneous attachments 
and hardware therefor, cable, wire rope, 
chain manufacturing equipment and 
machinery and advertising parapher¬ 
nalia. from Denver, Colo., to points in 
Arizona, California. Idaho. Nevada. Ore¬ 
gon. Utah and Washington: and (2» 
iron and steel (except commodities 
which because of size and weight re¬ 
quire the use of special equipment), 
from points in California to York. Pa.. 
under a continuing contract with Camp¬ 
bell Chain Company. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 124328 (Sub-No. 89) filed 
February 3. 1976. Applicant: BRINK'S 
INCORPORATED. 234 East 24th Street. 
Chicago. Ill. 60616. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Richard H. Streeter, 704 
Southern Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Precious 
metals, dord bullion and precious metal 
products, between Amarillo. Tex.. 
Omaha. Nebr Jt Perth Amboy, N.J., and 
Takoma, Wash., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Asarco. Inc. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing i» deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 125403 (Sub-No. 10), filed 
January 22, 1976. Applicant: S.T.L. 

TRANSPORT. INC., 1000 Jefferson 
Road. Rochester. N.Y. 14623. Applicant’s 
representative: S. Michael Richards, 44 
North Avenue. Webster, N.Y. 14580. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bananas, from Al¬ 
bany. N.Y., to Rochester. N.Y. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Boston, Mass., or New York, N.Y. 


FEOERAl REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 49—THURSDAY, MARCH 11, 19 76 






NOTICES 


10519 


No. MC 125433 (Sub-No. 70). filed 
February 6, 1976. Applicant: F-B 

TRUCK LINE COMPANY. 1945 South 
Redwood Road, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84104. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam O. Kos (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fluorescent light 
fixtures, from the Los Angeles Commer¬ 
cial Zone, to points in Arizona. Colo¬ 
rado. Illinois, Indiana, Iowa. Kansas, 
Minnesota. Missouri. Nebraska. New 
Mexico, Ohio and Wisconsin. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Los Ange¬ 
les, Calif, or Salt Lake City. Utah. 

No. MC 125952 (Sub-No. 24), filed Feb. 
2. 1976. Applicant: INTERSTATE DIS¬ 
TRIBUTOR CO., a Corporation. 8311 Du¬ 
rango S.W., P.O. Box 99307. Tacoma, 
Wash. 98499. Applicant’s representative: 
George R. LaBissoniere. 1100 Norton 
Building, Seattle. Wash. 98104. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Cake and cookies, from 
Oakland, Calif., to points in Oregon, 
Washington, Idaho, Utah, Nevada, and 
Arizona; and (2) bakery supplies, mate¬ 
rials, and ingredients, from points in 
Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Utah, Ne¬ 
vada and Arizona, to Oakland, Calif., 
under contract with Mothers Cake and 
Cookies Co. 

Note. —Applicant holds common carrier au¬ 
thority In MC 117201, therefore dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests It be held at 
San Francisco, Calif. 

No. MC 126305 (Sub-No. 76), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2,1976. Applicant: BOYD BROTH¬ 
ERS TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 
R.D. #1, Clayton, Ala. 36016. Applicant’s 
representative: George A. Olsen, 69 Ton- 
nele Ave., Jersey City, NJT. 07306. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Valves, hy¬ 
drants, fittings, and equipment, mate¬ 
rials, and supplies, used or useful in the 
Installation thereof, from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of Mueller Co., lo¬ 
cated in Marshall County. Ala., and 
Hamilton County, Tenn.. to points in 
Oregon, Washington, California. Arizona, 
Nevada, Utah, Wyoming, Idaho, and 
Montana; and (2) materials, equipment, 
and supplies, used in the manufacture 
and sale of the commodities described 
above (except commodities in bulk, and 
those which because of size shape, or 
weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment), from the destination territory 
named in (1) above, to the plantsite and 
storage facilities of Mueller Co., located 
in Marshall County. Ala., and Hamilton 
County, Tenn., restricted to shipments 
originating at the above origins and des¬ 
tined to the above destination points. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Birming¬ 
ham, Ala., or Washington. D.O. 

No. MC 128217 (Sub-No. 19), filed 
Jan. 30, 1976. Applicant: REINHART 
MAYER, doing business as MAYER 


TRUCK LINE, 1203 S. Riverside Drive, 
Jamestown. N. Dak. 58401. Applicant's 
representative: James B. Hovland, 425 
Gate City Building, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: (1) Materials, 
equipment, parts and supplies, used in 
the manufacture of agricultural imple¬ 
ments. from points in the United States 
in and east of North Dakota. South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
and Texas, to the facilities of Clark 
Equipment Company, Melroe Division, at 
or near Fort Benton, Mont.: (2) mate¬ 
rials, equipment, parts and supplies, used 
in the manufacture of agricultural, in¬ 
dustrial and construction machinery, 
from points in the United States in and 
east of North Dakota. South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Kansas. Oklahoma, and Texas, 
to the facilities of Clark Equipment Com¬ 
pany, Melroe Division, at or near Spo¬ 
kane, Wash.; and (3) (a) agricultural, in¬ 
dustrial and construction machinery, and 
parts and sub-assemblies, for agricultu¬ 
ral. industrial and construction ma¬ 
chinery; and (b) materials, equipment, 
parts and supplies, used in the manu¬ 
facture of agricultural implements, be¬ 
tween the facilities of Clark Equipment 
Company, Melroe Division, located at or 
near Spokane. Wash.; Fort Benton, 
Mont.; Gwinner, Cooperstown, and Bis¬ 
marck, N. Dak. 

Note. —Dual operations may be Involved. If 
a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Fargo. N. Dak., or Min¬ 
neapolis or St. Paul. Minn. 

No. MC 128273 (Sub-No. 222), filed 
February 2,1976. Applicant: MIDWEST¬ 
ERN DISTRIBUTION, INC.. P.O. Box 
169, Fort Scott, Kans. 66701. Applicant’s 
representative: Harry Ross. Jr., 1403 
South Horton, Fort Scott. Kans. 6670L 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products (except in bulk), 
from Bakersfield, Richmond and Los 
Angeles. Calif., to points in Arizona. Col¬ 
orado. Idaho, Nevada. New Mexico, Ore¬ 
gon, Texas, Utah and Washington. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Los Angeles or San Francisco, Calif. 

No. MC 133123 (Sub-No. 9>, (Correc¬ 
tion), filed December 22, 1975, published 
in the Federal Register issue of Febru¬ 
ary 12, 1976, republished as corrected 
this issue. Applicant: RUJAC TRUCK¬ 
ING CORP., 1133 Avenue of the Amer¬ 
icas, Room 3210, New York. N.Y. 10036. 
Applicant’s representative: Bruce J. 
Robbins, One Lefrak City Plaza, Flush¬ 
ing, N.Y. 11368. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Electronic calculators and electronic 
time pieces, and equipment . materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture, 
production and distribution of such com¬ 
modities. from the facilities of Casio, 
Inc., at Fairfield (Essex County), N.J., 
and from points in the New York, N.Y. 
Commercial Zone as defined In the Fifth 
Supplemental Report in Commercial 
Zones and Terminal Areas , 53 M.C.C. 451, 


within which local operations may be 
conducted under the exemption provided 
in Section 203(b)(8) of the Act (the 
exempt zone), to points in New Jersey, 
New York, and those in Pennsylvania in 
and east of Susquehanna, Wyoming, Lu¬ 
zerne, Schuylkill, Berks and Montgomery 
Counties, Pa., and the Philadelphia, Pa. 
Commercial Zone, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Casio, Inc.; 
and (2) electrical goods, and equipment, 
materials and supplies used in the manu¬ 
facture, production and distribution of 
such commodities, from the facilities of 
Meriton Electronics, Inc. at Moonachie 
(Bergen County), N.J., and from points 
in the New York. N.Y. Commercial Zone 
as defined in the Fifth Supplemental Re¬ 
port in Commercial Zones and Terminal 
Areas, 53 M.C.C. 451, within which local 
operations may be conducted under the 
exemption provided in Section 203(b) 
(8) of the Act (the exempt zone), to 
points in New Jersey, New York, and 
those in Pennsylvania in and east of 
Susquehanna. Wyoming, Luzerne, 
Schuylkill, Berks and Montgomery Coun¬ 
ties, Pa., and the Philadelphia. Pa., 
Commercial Zone, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Meriton Elec¬ 
tronics, Inc. 

Note. —The purpose of this republ teat Ion 
is to correct the requested authority In this 
proceeding. If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at New 
York. N.Y. 

No. MC 133259 (Sub-No. 6). filed Jan¬ 
uary 26. 1976. Applicant* ALLIED AIR 
FREIGHT CORPORATION. Griswold 
Industrial Park, Williston, Vt. 05495. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John F. O’Don¬ 
nell, 60 Adams St., P.O. Box 238, Milton, 
Mass. 02187. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Household cleaning agents, car care 
products, personal care products, vita¬ 
mins and food supplements; and (2) 
plastic articles, other than expanded, 
and premium merchandise and sales kits 
in mixed shipments with plastic articles, 
other than expanded, from Burlington, 
Vt., to points in St. Lawrence, Clinton 
and Essex Counties, N.Y. under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with 
Amway Corporation and Green Moun¬ 
tain Parties, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Burlington, Vt. or Boston. Mass. 

No. MC 133920 (Sub-No. 12) (Amend¬ 
ment), filed Nov. 25, 1975, published in 
the Federal Register issue of December 
31, 1975, republished as amended this 
issue. Applicant: HOWARD SHEPPARD, 
INC., P.O. Box 755, Sandesrville, Ga. 
31082. Applicant’s representative: Virgil 
H. Smith, Suite 12. 1587 Phoenix Boule¬ 
vard, Atlanta, Ga. 30349. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lime slurry, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, between points in Georgia, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Alabama. 

NoTE.—The purpose of this republication 
Is to amend the territorial description In this 
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proceeding. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either At¬ 
lanta or Columbus. Ga. 

No. MC 134129 (Sub-No. 8). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 3. 1976. Applicant: WILLIAM A. 
LONG. INC.. Bealeton, Va. 22712. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Daniel B. Johnson, 
1123 Munsey Bldg., 1329 E. Street NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Reinforcing mesh, 
wire and nails . from Warrenton. Va., to 
points in and east of Alabama. Ken¬ 
tucky. Indiana, and Tennessee; and (2) 
materials, supplies and equipment used 
in the manufacture and sale of rein¬ 
forcing mesh, wire and nails from points 
in and west of Alabama, Kentucky, In¬ 
diana, and Tennessee to Warrenton, Va., 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Virginia Wire and Fabric Company. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 134408 <Sub-No. 6), filed 
December 31, 1975. Applicant: SARCH- 
FIELD TRANSFER, LTD., Simonds 
Road, Box 84, Hartland New Brunswick, 
Canada. Applicants representative: 
Peter L. Murray, 30 Exchange Street. 
Portland. Maine 04111. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Fencing, from ports of entry 
on the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada, 
located at or near Houlton. Calais, 
Vanceboro, and Madawaska, Maine to 
points in Alabama, Kentucky, Illinois, 
Indiana. Michigan, Missouri. Tennessee, 
and Wisconsin; (2) cedar shingles, from 
ports of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada, located at or near Houlton, 
Calais, Vanceboro, and Madawaska, 
Maine to points in Connecticut. Maine. 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire. New 
York, New Jersey, and Rhode Island; 
and (3) building materials, from Bangor, 
Maine to ports of entry on the Interna- 
tinal Boundary line between the United 
States and Canada, located at or near 
Houlton, Calais, Vanceboro. and Mada¬ 
waska, Maine. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it 1 ms held at either Portland, 
Maine of Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 134765 (Sub-No. 18). filed Jan¬ 
uary 26, 1976. Applicant: SPECIALTY 
TRANSPORT. INC., 20 Wilbraham 
Street. Palmer, Mass. 01069. Applicant’s 
representative: David M. Marshall, 135 
State Street—Suite 200, Springfield, 
Mass. 01103. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting; 
paper and paper products, and materials, 
supplies and equipment used in the man¬ 
ufacture, sale and distribution of such 
commodities (except in bulk), between 
Middle tow i, Ohio and Chicago, Ill., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points in 
and east of Arkansas, Iowa, Louisiana, 
Minnesota, and Missouri, under a con¬ 


tinuing contract or contracts with Hoer- 
ner Waldorf Corporation 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 135007 (Sub-No. 51), filed Jan¬ 
uary 26, 1973. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT. INC., 7850 “F” Street, 
Omaha. Nefcr. 68127. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frederick J. Coffman, 521 
South 14th Street, P.O. Box 81849, Lin¬ 
coln, Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular route*, transport¬ 
ing: Window shades, shutters, slats, roll - 
ers, roller fixtures and equipment, ma¬ 
terials and supplies us *d in the manufac¬ 
ture and installation of the above named 
commodities, from Benton Harbor, 
Mich., to points in Arizona, Arkansas, 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois. 
Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebras¬ 
ka, Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, Sou f Dakota'Texas. 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, under 
contract with William Volker & Com¬ 
pany. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at San 
Francisco, Calif., or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 13C032 (Sub-No. 19), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1976. Applicant: HIAWATHA 
PRODUCE COMPANY, a Corporation, 
4195-4th St., Winona, Minn. 55987. Ap¬ 
plicant’s repre^ertative: Allan B. Tor- 
horst. P.O. Box 190, 217 E. J^Ierson St., 
Burlington, Wis. 53105. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lime, juice, marmalade, flavoring 
essences, syrup, and juice (except in bulk 
in tank trucks), from Warwick, R.I., to 
points in Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illi¬ 
nois, Iowa. Minnesota. Wisconsin, South 
Dakota, North Dakota, Nebraska, Kan¬ 
sas, and Missouri. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If n hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Minneapolis. Minn., or 
Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 135234 (Sub-No. 13), filed 
February 9, 1976. Applicant* COMMER¬ 
CIAL CARTAGE, INC., c/o Daniel Boone 
Hotel, P.O. Box 2786, Charleston, W. Va. 
25330. Applicant’s representative: E. 
Joseph Buffa, Jr., 604 Virginia Street 
East, Charleston, W. Va. 25301. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehiclj, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Electric cable, aluminum 
coils and aluminum rod , from the plant- 
site and shipping facilities of Alcan Alu¬ 
minum Corporation, at or near Bay St. 
Louis. Miss., to points in Alaoama, Ar¬ 
kansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Il¬ 
linois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, Min¬ 
nesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, 
New Jersey, New York, No :th Carolina, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina. Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, under contract with 
Alcan Aluminum Corporation. 


Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Charleston or Huntington, W. Va., or Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 135325 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 6, 1976. Applicant: WEMCO, INC., 
10111 Mercier, Dearborn, Mich. 48120. 
Applicant’s representative; Wilhelmina 
Boersma, 1600 First Federal Bldg., De¬ 
troit, Mich. 48226. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement, from points in the lower 
peninsula of Michigan, to ports of entry 
on the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada, at 
or near Detroit, Port Huron, and Sault 
Ste. Marie, Mich. 

Note. —Common control may be involved 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at either Detroit or Lans¬ 
ing, Mich. 

No. MC 135437 (Sub-No. 6). filed Jan¬ 
uary 30. 1976. Applicant: TRI-NORTH- 
EASTERN TRANSPORT, INC., South 
Main Street, Lyndon, N.Y. 14098. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: S. Michael Rich¬ 
ards, 44 North Avenue, Webster, N.Y. 
14580. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Food¬ 
stuffs (except frozen foodstuffs) (except 
in bulk>; and (2) empty containers and 
materials, supplies and equipment used 
in the manufacture, sale or distribution 
of foodstuffs (except frozen foodstuffs, in 
bulk), between Owensboro, and Hender¬ 
son, Ky., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky, and Tennessee, and points in Jef¬ 
ferson, St. Charles, and St. Louis Coun¬ 
ties. Mo., and points in Ohio on and south 
of Interstate Highway 70 and on and 
west of Interstate Highway 77. 

Note. —Applicant proseivtly holds author¬ 
ity to provide service between Owensboro, 
Ky.. on the ono hand, and, on the other, the 
game destination territory as requested here¬ 
in. The presently held authority is restricted 
to traffic originating at or destined to the fa¬ 
cilities of Ragu Foods. Inc. at or near Owens¬ 
boro, Ky. The purpose of this application 1* 
to add the origin point of Henderson, Ky , 
and eliminate the restriction. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests It be 
held at either Rochester or Buffalo, N.Y. 

No. MC 135684 (Sub-No. 16) (Restric¬ 
tive amendment), filed October 29, 1975. 
published tn the Federal Register issue 
of December 11, 1975, republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: BASS 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.. Old 
Croton Road. P.O. Box 391, Flemington. 
N.J. 08822. Applicant’s representative: 
Herbert A. Dubin, Federal Bar Building 
West, 1819 H Street N.W., Suite 1030 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Household cleaning 
products, industrial cleaning products . 
and water purifying products (except in 
bulk), (a) from Bristol. Pa., to points in 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Is¬ 
land, New Hampshire, Maine. Vermont, 
Maryland, Delaware. New Jersey. New 
York, and the District of Columbia; <b> 
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from Philadelphia, Pa., to points in 
Maryland. Delaware. New Jersey, and 
New York: (2) Material and supplies 
used in the manufacture, sale or distri¬ 
bution of the commodities named In (1) 
above (except commodities in bulk), (a) 
from points in the destination states 
named in (la) above, to Bristol, Pa.; (b) 
from points in the destination states 
named in (lb) above, to Philadelphia, 
Pa.; (3) returned shipments of the com¬ 
modities named in (1) above, from points 
in the destination states named in (la) 
above, to Bristol, Pa.; (4) Household 
cleaning products, water purifying com¬ 
pounds, and dry acids (except commodi¬ 
ties in bulk), (a) between Philadelphia 
and Bristol. Pa., on the one hand, and. 
on the other, Tampa. Fla., Atlanta, Ga. f 
New Orleans, La., and Dallas. Tex.*, (b) 
between Atlanta, Ga„ on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Tampa, Fla., New 
Orleans, La., and Dallas, Tex.; (c) from 
Atlanta, Ga., to points in Alabama, 
Florida, and that part of Tennessee on 
and east of a line beginning at the Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky State line and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 31-E to Nash¬ 
ville. Tenn., and thence along TJ.S. High¬ 
way 31 to the Tennessee-Alabama State 
line, and to Savannah, Ga.; (5) Mate¬ 
rials and sujyplies used in the manufac¬ 
ture, sale, or distribution of the com¬ 
modities named in (4) above (except 
commodities in bulk), from the next 
destination territory described in 4(c) 
above to Atlanta, Ga.; 

(6) Household cleaning products and 
swimming pool chemicals, from the plant 
and warehouse site of Purex Corporation, 
Ltd,, at Tampa, Fla., to points in Ala¬ 
bama. Georgia, Mississippi. North Caro¬ 
lina, and South Carolina; (7) Swimming 
pool chemicals and empty bottles, be¬ 
tween the plant and warehouse sites of 
Purex Corporation, Ltd., at Tampa, Fla., 
and Atlanta, Ga.; (8) Plastic containers, 
in cartons, and closures therefor, from 
Baltimore. Md., to Bristol and Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., and Salem, Va.; and (9) re¬ 
turned shipments of the named commod¬ 
ities in (8) above, from Bristol and 
Philadelphia. Pa., and Salem, Va., to 
Baltimore. Md.; (10) Foodstuffs (except 
in bulk), from Bristol, Pa., to points in 
Maryland and the District of Columbia: 
and (11) Materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture, sale, or distribution of 
the commodities named in (10) above, 
from points in the destination states 
named in (10) above to Bristol. Pa.; and 
(12) Materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale, or distribution of 
household and industrial cleaning prod¬ 
ucts and water purifying products, from 
points in Maryland, Delaware, New 
Jersey, and New York, to Bristol and 
Philadelphia. Pa. Parts (1) through (12) 
are restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to facilities utilized by the Purex 
Corporation. 

Note.—T he purpose of this republication 
is to amend the requested authority by In¬ 
cluding part (12) to the above proceeding. 
Applicant holds contract carrier authority In 
MO 87720 8ub 2 and others, therefore dual 
operations may be Involved. The application 


duplicated permits issued In MC 87720 Subs 
81. 98, 102, 121, and 125 which will be can¬ 
celled when permits are converted into a 
certificate. IX a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the appliacnt requests It be held at Fleming- 
tou or Trenton. N.J. 

No. MC 135691 (Sub-No. 12). filed 
January 29. 1976. Applicant: DALLAS 
CARRIERS CORP., 3610 Garden Brook 
Drive. P.O. Box 34080, Dallas, Tex. 75234. 
Applicant’s representative: J. Max 
Harding, P.O. Box 82028. Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting. Automo¬ 
tive parts and accessories automotive 
jacks and cranes (not self-propelled), 
hand, electric, and pneumatic tools, and 
advertising materials, premiums, racks, 
display cases and signs; and materials, 
supplies and equipment used In the man¬ 
ufacture, sale and distribution of the 
aforementioned commodities, between 
Jonesboro, Ark.; Batavia, Ill.; Lake Mills, 
Iowa: Jackson, Mich.; Aberdeen and 
Southhaven, Miss.: Seward. Nebr.; 
Arden. N.C.; Newark, Ohio; Harrison¬ 
burg, Va.; Racine, Wis.; and Green* ille, 
Tex., restricted to traffic originating and 
terminating at the plantsite and ware¬ 
house facilities utilized by Walker Man¬ 
ufacturing Company and further re¬ 
stricted against commodities in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, and restricted against 
commodities, which by reason of size or 
weight, require the use of special equip¬ 
ment, restricted to a transportation serv¬ 
ice to be performed under a continuing 
contract with Walker Manufacturing 
Company of Racine, Wis., a Division of 
Tenneco, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
IU. 

No. MC 135797 (Sub-No. 48 ). filed Jan¬ 
uary 30, 1976. Applicant: J. B. HUNT 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 200. 
Lowell. Ark. 72745. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: L. C. Cypert. 108 Terrace 
Drive, Lowell. Ark. 72745. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Diet and nutritional 
foods; (2) drugs, vitamins and toilet 
preparations; (3) food grinders, water 
purifiers, can openers, container lids . 
cookbooks, seed sprouting kits, safety 
matches, candles and seeds; and (4) 
compost, fertilizers and soil conditioners, 
from Hereford. Tex., to points in Arizona, 
Arkansas, California, Colorado, Connec¬ 
ticut, Florida. Georgia. Illinois, Mary¬ 
land, Massachusetts. Michigan. Missouri, 
New York, North Carolina, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Ver¬ 
mont, Washington, and Wisconsin, and 
points on the International Boundary 
line between the United States and Can¬ 
ada, located at Blaine. Wash, and De¬ 
troit, Mich. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Amarillo, Tex., or Tusa, Okla. 

No. MC 135874 (Sub-No. 52), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 4, 1976. Applicant: LTL PERISH¬ 
ABLES. INC., 550 E. 5th Street South. 


South St. Paul, Minn. 55075. Applicant’s 
representative: Donald L. Stern. 530 
Univac Building. 7100 W. Center Rc i, 
Omaha. Nebr. 68106. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Foodstuffs (except commodities in 
bulk), from Duluth. Minn, and Superior. 
Wis., to points in Connecticut, Delaware. 
Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York. Ohio. 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. Vermont. 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at St. Paul, Minn. 

No. MC 136337 (Sub-No. 4), filed Jan¬ 
uary 14. 1976. Applicant: RICHARD D. 
PEASE, doing business as R. P. TRUCK¬ 
ING. Route 2, Box 14, Warrens. Wis. 
54666. Applicant’s representative: Nancy 
J. Johnson. 4506 Regent Street. Suite 100, 
Madison, Wis. 53705. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Treated utility poles and crossarms. 

(1) from points in Alabama, Florida, 
Kentucky. Mississippi, and Tennessee, 
to points in Iowa. Michigan, and Min¬ 
nesota, under a continuing contract or 
contracts with (a) Rural Electric Sup¬ 
ply Cooperative; and (b) American 
Creosote Works, Inc.: and (2) from 
points in Alabama, Florida, Kentucky, 
Mississippi, and Tennessee, to points in 
Wisconsin, under a continuing contract 
or contracts with American Creosote 
Works. Inc. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either 
Madison, Wis. or Minneapolis or St. Paul. 
Minn. 

No. MC 136343 (Sub-No. 74), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2. 1976. Applicant: MILTON 

TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 
355, Milton, Pa. 17847. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele 
Avenue. Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Paper bags, 
from the facilities of Chase Bag Com¬ 
pany located at Hudson Falls, N.Y., to 
points In Colorado. Georgia. Iowa, Ne¬ 
vada, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania (except 
on and east of Rt. 15) and Texas; and 

(2) wrapping paper, from the facilities 
of Chase Bag Company located at Cha¬ 
grin Falls, Ohio, to points in Connecticut, 
Iowa. Maryland. Massachusetts, New 
Jersey. New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Virginia. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in No. MC 96098 and subs there¬ 
under. therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at either Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 91), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1976. Applicant: ROBCO 

TRANSPORTATION, INC., 309 5th 
Avenue Northwest, New Brighton, Minn. 
55112. Applicant’s representative: Stan¬ 
ley C. Olsen, Jr.. 7525 Mitchell Road, 
Eden Prairie, Minn. 55343. Authority 
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sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Magazines, periodicals, 
catalogs and printed matter, and ma¬ 
terials. equipment and supplies, used In 
the manufacture thereof (except com¬ 
modities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), between the plant- 
site and storage facilities of Mid-America 
Webpress, located at or near Lincoln, 
Nobr., on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —If a hearing Ik deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No. MC 136828 (Sub-No. 7). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 9, 1976. Applicant: COX & SHAY, 
INC., P.O. Drawer "O”, Highway 79. Gil¬ 
mer Industrial Park, Pinson, Ala. 35126. 
Applicant's representative: Louis J. 
Amato, P.O. Box *'E”, Bowling Green, Ky. 
42101. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Machin¬ 
ery, equipment, materials and supplies, 
used in or in connection with air, water, 
and sewage systems and installations; 
metal and metal articles and fabrica¬ 
tions, from points in Cullman County. 
Ala., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Birming¬ 
ham. Ala. 

No. MC 138274 (Sub-No. 26 >, filed 
February 11,1976. Applicant: SHIPPERS 
BEST EXPRESS, INC., 2151 North Red¬ 
wood Road, Salt Lake City, Utah 84116. 
Applicant’s representative: Chester A. 
Zyblut, 366 Executive Building. 1030 15th 
St. NW.. Washington. D.C. 20005. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Inedible meat, from 
Gooding, Idaho, to Midvale and Salt Lake 
City, Utah. 

Note. Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority In MC 138058 Sub 1, therefore dual 
operations may be Involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, the applicant does not 
specify a location. 

No. MC 138295 (Sub-No. 4), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 6, 1976. Applicant: CYCLONE 
TRANSPORT, INC., 104 Black Hawk 
Street, Reinbeck, Iowa 50669. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Larry D. Knox, 
900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ref¬ 
use contai ers and compactors: (2) 
hoists: (3) truck bodies, boxes and plat¬ 
forms: and (4) parts and accessories, for 
commodities in (1), (2), and (3), from 
the facilities of Mid-Equipment. Inc., at 
or near Grundy Center, Iowa to points in 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Maryland, 
and New Jersey, restricted to shipments 
originating at the named facilities and 
destined to points in the named states. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Des 
Moines, Iowa, or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 138308 (Sub-No. 11), filed 
February 2, 1976. Applicant: KL.M. 


DISTRIBUTING, INC., 2102 Old Bran¬ 
don Road, P.O. Box 6098, Jackson. Miss. 
39208. Applicant’s representative: 
Donald B. Morrison. 1500 Deposit Guar¬ 
anty Plaza, P.O. Box 22628, Jackson, 
Miss. 39205. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Tile 
and materials and supplies used in the 
Installation thereof (except in bulk* and 
advertising materials, when moving in 
the same vehicle, from the facilities of 
Monarch Tile Manufacturing, Inc., lo¬ 
cated at Florence. Ala., Marshall and 
San Angelo, Tex., to points in Arizona, 
California. Colorado. Idaho. Montana, 
Nevada. New Mexico. Oregon. Utah. 
Washington, and Wyoming, restricted to 
traffic originating at the above named 
origins and destined to the above named 
destinations. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC 128592 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant does not specify a location. 

No. MC 138469 (Sub-No. 22), filed 
February 6, 1976. Applicant: DONCO 
CARRIERS. INC.. 641 North Meridian, 
P.O. Box 75354, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
73107. Applicant’s representative: Wm. 
L. Peterson. Jr.. P.O. Box 917, Oklahoma 
City. Okla. 73101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Bedroom furniture, including, but 
not limited to bed frames, head boards, 
mattresses, chairs, dressers and night- 
stands, from Guthrie, Okla.. to points in 
Arizona, California, Nevada, Oregon. 
Utah, and Washington. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 138375 and subs there¬ 
under. therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 

No. MC 139212 (Sub-No. 2>, filed 
January 14, 1976. Applicant: JOE H. 
TIDWELL AND LEONARD LEVERETT. 
doing business as NORTHEAST TRUCK 
BROKERS, 719 North Cage, P.O. Box 
826. Pharr, Tex. 78577. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas R. Kingsley, Suite 
1030. 1819 H St. N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel pipe fittings (including threaded 
pipe), from Blossburg (Tioga County) 
and Waynesboro (Franklin County), Pa., 
to points in Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Louisiana, Tennessee, and Texas. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 139341 <Sub-No. 6). filed Febru¬ 
ary 4, 1976. Applicant: J. J. PERRY, JR. 
AND EDWARD BAILEY, doing business 
as P & B Trucking Company, R.F.D., 
Horn Lake, Miss. 38637. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Donald B. Morrison, 1500 
Deposit Guaranty Plaza, P.O. Box 22628, 
Jackson, Miss. 39205. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid brewers grain effluent, In 


bulk, in tank vehicles, from the facilities 
of the Joseph Schlitz Brewing Company, 
located at Memphis, Tenn.. to the facil¬ 
ities of Murphy Products Company, Inc., 
located at Burlington, Wis., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with 
Murphy Products Company. Inc. 

Note. — If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Memphis. 
Tenn. 

No. MC 139468 (Sub-No. 12), filed 
February 2. 1976. Applicant: INTER¬ 
NATIONAL CONTRACT CARRIERS 
INC., 6534 Gessner Road, Houston. Tex 
77040. Applicant’s representative: David 
R. Parker, 2310 Colorado State Bank 
Bldg., 1600 Broadway. Denver, Colo 
80202. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Buildings, complete, and in sections: (2> 
building sections and building panels 
(3) parts and accessories, used in the 
installation and completion of the com¬ 
modities in (1) and (2) above, and <4* 
pre-fabricated structural components 
and panels, and accessories, used in the 
installation and completion thereof, 
from Terre Haute, Ind., and Houston, 
Tex., to points in Alaska, restricted (1) 
to traffic originating at the plantsites 
and facilities utilized by National Steel 
Products Company, Inc., and (2) to traf¬ 
fic under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with National Steel Products 
Company, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary 
applicant requests it be held at Houston, 
Tex. 

No. MC 139938 (Sub-No. 2). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 10. 1976. Applicant: GLENN R 
DUSENBERRY. 1414 Grandview Avenue. 
Muscatine, Iowa 527G1. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Kenneth F. Dudley, 611 
Church St., P.O. Box 279, Ottumwa, 
Iowa 52501. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting 
Meats, meat products, meat by-products 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses, as defined in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates 
61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk). from the plantsite 
and warehouse facilities of Wilson & Co¬ 
lne. located at Cedar Rapids. Iowa, to 
Chicago, Ill., and points located within 
the Chicago Commercial Zone, restricted 
to traffic originating at the above named 
origin and destined to the above named 
destinations. 

Note. —It a hearing is deemed necessary 
the appUcant requests It be held at either 
Oklahoma City. Okla., or Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 139956 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 9. 1976. Applicant: M. LANGE. 
INC.. 1234 Clybourne Avenue, Chicago, 
Ill. 60610. Applicant's representative: 
Robert H. Levy. 29 South LaSalle Street, 
Chicago. Ill. 60603; Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Safes, insulated filing equip¬ 
ment, fireproof vault doors, fireproof 
bank vaults, safe deposit boxes, night 
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depositories , drive-in windows, steel vault 
linings, cash protective equipment, alarm 
systems and pneumatic tube systems, 
which because of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment or handl¬ 
ing: and (2) materials used in fireproof¬ 
ing doors and bank vaults and parts and 
materials used in the installation of the 
items in (1) above, when moving at the 
same time and in the same vehicle with 
the items in (1) above, from Chicago. 
Ill., to points in Wisconsin. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 140024 (Sub-No. 62) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed December 29, 1975, published 
in the Federal Register issue of Febru¬ 
ary 13,1976, republi>hed as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: J. B. MONTGOMERY, 
INC., 5565 East 52nd Avenue, Commerce 
City, Colo. 80022. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Charles J. Kimball, 350 Capitol Life 
Center, 1600 Sherman, Denver, Colo. 
80203. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Chemi¬ 
cals: laboratory supplies and equipment ; 
graphic arts supplies and equipment; 
electroplating supplies and equipment, 
laundry supplies and equipment, dry 
cleaning supplies and equipment, swim¬ 
ming pools, supplies and equipment ; and 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture, sale and distribution 
of the above named commodities, from 
points in California. Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, Illinois. Indiana, Maryland, Michi¬ 
gan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Texas, Washington. West Vir¬ 
ginia, and Wyoming, to the facilities 
uitilized by Chemical Sales Company, lo¬ 
cated at or near Denver, Colo. 

Note. — The purpose of this republication 
is to correct the ccmmodlty and territorial 
description. Common control may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 140389 (Sub-No. 4), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1976. Applicant: OSBORN 

TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 
1830, Gadsden, Ala. 35902. Applicant’s 
representative: John P. Carlton, 903 
Frank Nelson Building, Birmingham, Ala. 
35203. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the plantsites, warehouse and stor¬ 
age faculties of or used by Swift Edible 
OU Company, at or near Chattanooga, 
Tenn., to points in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia. Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri. Nebraska, and Tennessee. 

Note. — Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago. HI. 

No. MC 140389 (Sub-No. 5), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1976. Applicant: OSBORN 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
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1830, Gasden, Ala. 35902. Applicant’s 
representative: John P. Carlton. 903 
Frank Nelson Building. Birmingham. 
Ala. 35203. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foodstuffs, from the plantsites, 
warehouse, and storage facilities of or 
used by Winter Garden, Inc., located at 
or near Bells (Crockett County); Hum¬ 
boldt (Gibson County); and Rossville 
(Fayette County), Tenn., to points in 
Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska. North Dakota, Ohio, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 140581 (Sub-No. 3). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 5. 1976. Applicant: TOMMY HAG- 
WOOD, doing business as HAGWOOD 
ENTERPRISES. Route 1, Box 222-A, 
TrafTord. Ala. 35172. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 3426 
North Washington Blvd., P.O. Box 267, 
Arlington, Va. 22201. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Used automobiles, between San 
Diego. Calif., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Alabama, Georgia, 
Florida. South Carolina, Baltimore, Md., 
and New York. N.Y. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
San Diego or Los Angeles. Calif. 

No. MC 141146 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2. 1976. Applicant: RAYMOND J. 
LYNCH. JR., doing business rs CEN¬ 
TRAL MAINE STORAGE CO., 31 March 
Circle. Bangor, Maine 04401. Applicant’s 
representative: Raymond J. Lynch, P.O. 
Box 753, Bangor, Maine 04401. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregtilar routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Maine. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Bangor 
or Portland. Maine. 

No. MC 141269 (Amendment), filed 
August 27, 1975, published in the Federal 
Register issue of October 9, 1975. repub¬ 
lished as amended this issue. Applicant: 
CHAS. R. MORGAN. INC., 18574 S. 
Highway 99E, Oregon City, Oreg. 97045. 
Applicant’s representative: James A. 
Nelson, Pacific Bldg., 520 S.W. Yamhill 
St.. Portland, Oreg. 97204. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (l)Beer and malt liquor, 
in bottles, (a) from Pabst Brewing Com¬ 
pany in Los Angeles, Calif., to Portland, 
Oreg., and Oregon City, Oreg., under 
contract with Morgan Distributing, Inc.; 
(b) from Anheuser-Busch, Inc., in Los 
Angeles. Calif, and Fairfield. Calif., to 
Portland, Oreg., and Oregon City, Oreg., 
under contract with M. C. Distributing 
Co.; (2) Wine, in bottles, from Browne 
Vintners. San Francisco. Calif.; United 
Vintners, Modesto, Calif.; Franzla 
Winery, Lodi, Calif.; and Gibson Winery, 
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Elk Grove, Calif., to Portland, Oreg. and 
Oregon City, Oreg., under contract with 
M. C. Distributing Co.; and (3) Beer and 
malt liquor, in bottles and cans, from 
Blitz-Weinhard Company in Portland. 
Oreg., to distributors of Blitz-Weinhard 
Company in Canoga Park. Cerritos, Col¬ 
ton, Compton. El Monte. Los Ange’es, 
Rosemead, Oxnard, San Diego, San Fer¬ 
nando ,and Santa Ana, Calif. 

Note. —The purpose of this republicatlon 
is to amend the requested authority in this 
proceeding. 

It is ordered. That the order of De¬ 
cember 12. 1975, by which the said mat¬ 
ter was directed for handling under 
modified procedure, be, and it is hereby, 
vacated and set aside. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 2nd 
day of March, 1976. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Murphy. 

No. MC 141414 (Sub-No. 1). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 4. 1976. Applicant: TOTO PUR¬ 
CHASING & SUPPLY CO., INC., 275 
South Highland Drive, Las Vegas, Nev. 
89106. Applicant’s representative: John 
Goodwill (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Gypsum wallboard, 
gypsum lath and lime, palletized, from 
points in Clark County, Nev., to points 
in Los Angeles. Orange. Riverside and 
San Bernardino Counties, Calif., re¬ 
stricted to movement on flat-bed 
equipment. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Las Vegas, 
Nev., or Los Angeles. Calif. 

No. MC 141536 (Sub-No. 2). filed Feb¬ 
ruary 3. 1976. Applicant: BILL BLANN, 
doing business as BLANN TRACTOR 
CO.. Route 2, Box 38. Hampton, Ark. 
71744. Applicant’s representative: J. 
Phelpa Jones. P.O. Box 557. Hampton. 
Ark. 71744. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Rock, 
Clay, dirt, sand, and gravel, in bulk, in 
dump-bed trailers, from points in Cal¬ 
houn. Ouachita, and Bradley Counties, 
Ark., to points in Vernon. Rapides. 
Avoyelles. Winn. Caddo, Ouachita, Union, 
Lincoln, Jaokson, Claiborne, Bienville, 
Webster, Bossier, Sabine, Natichitoches. 
Grant, La Salle, Catahoula. DeSoto, Red 
River, Tensas, Caldwell, Frank)in, Con¬ 
cordia, Madison, Richland, East Carroll. 
West Carroll, and Morehouse Parishes, 
La. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Little 
Rock, Ark. 

No. MC 141597 (Sub-No. 1), filed Jan¬ 
uary 29, 1976. Applicant: LOUIS BOB¬ 
BITT. doing business as RIVERSIDE 
TRUCK LINE, 919 4th Avenue South, 
Denison. Iowa 51442. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: James M. Hodge. 1980 
Financial Center, Des Moines. Iowa 
50309. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Printed 
religious material, from points in Illinois. 
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Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, New Jer¬ 
sey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Ten¬ 
nessee, Virginia and West Virginia, to 
Iowa Palls, Iowa, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Riverside 
Book and Bible House. 

Note.—IX a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the appUcant requests It be held at Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn. 

No. MC 141663 (Amendment), hied 
January 5,1976, published in the Federal 
Register issue of January 20, 1976, re¬ 
published as amended this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: ROBERT E. MOORE, doing busi¬ 
ness as MOORE TRUCKING COMPANY, 
Star Route. Yanceyville, N.C. 27379. 
Applicant’s representative: Sharon T. 
Rayle, 611 Summit Avenue, P.O. Box 
6188, Greensboro, N.C. 27405. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk and those re¬ 
quiring special equipment), between 
points in North Carolina, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
is to amend the requested authority in this 
proceeding. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant reqbests it be held at either 
Greensboro or Yanceyville, N.C. 

No. MC 141698, filed January 8. 1976. 
Applicant: RISH-POLL. INC.. 1016 W. 
8th Avenue. Suite A, King of Prussia 
Business Center, King of Prussia, Pa. 
19406. Applicant's representative: Irving 
Levit (Same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: SiLch commodities 
as are dealt in by bakeries, in bulk, from 
the facilities of New Boulevard Baking 
Co., at or near Philadelphia, Pa., to 
points in Maryland, New Jersey, and the 
District of Columbia, under a continuing 
contract or contract with New Boulevard 
Baking Co. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at PhUadelphla, 
Pa. 

No. MC 141749 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1976. Applicant: SENTINEL 
TRUCKING CO.. 407 N.E. 44th Street, 
Fort Lauderdale. Fla. 33334. Applicant’s 
representative: Sol H. Proctor, 1107 
Blackstone Bldg., Jacksonville, Fla. 32202. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Paint 
cans, aerosol spray cans and can parts , 
from Chicago, HI., Tallapossa, Ga. and 
Indianapolis, and Evansville, Ind., to 
Tampa, Fla.: and (2) (a) glass, from the 
facilities of PPG, located at Wichita Fall, 
Tex.; Crystal City, Mo. and Carlisle, Pa.; 
<b) die cast hardware, from the facilities 
of Deco Products, located at Decorah. 
Iowa; and (c) steel tubing , from the 
facilities of Allied Tube, located at Chi¬ 
cago, HI., to Pompano Beach, Fla., under 


a continuing contract or contracts with 
Harris Paint Company and T. M. 
Products. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the appUc&nt requests it be held at Tampa, 
Fla. 

No. MC 141754. filed January 26, 1976. 
Applicant: TRANSPORTATION CAR¬ 
RIERS & STORAGE. INC., doing busi¬ 
ness as SECURITY STORAGE, 114 
Hardy Court, Augusta, Ga. 30901. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert G. Gleason, 
Evergreen Bldg., 15 South Grady Way, 
Renton, Wash. 98055. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Used household goods, as defined by 
the Commission, between points in Rich¬ 
mond. Columbia, Burke, Jefferson, Lin¬ 
coln, McDuffie, Emanuel, Glascock, Jen¬ 
kins, Screven, Taliaferro, Warren, and 
Wilkes Counties, Ga.. and those in Aiken, 
Edgefield, Allendale, Barnwell, Hampton, 
and McCormick Counties, S.C., restricted 
to the transportation of traffic having a 
prior or subsequent movement beyond 
said points in containers, and further re¬ 
stricted to the performance of pickup and 
delivery service in connection with pack¬ 
ing, crating and containerization or un¬ 
packing. uncrating and decontaineriza¬ 
tion of such traffic. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Augusta 
or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 141759, filed February 2, 1976. 
Applicant: OHIO PACIFIC EXPRESS, 
INC., 6914 Conservation Drive. Spring- 
field, Va. 22153. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Thomas F. Kilroy, P.O. Box 624, 
Springfield, Va. 22150. Authority sought 
to operate os a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Glassware, glass containers; and 
chinaware, earthenware, and pottery , 
from Lancaster. Ohio and Chester, W. 
Va., to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming, under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Anchor Hocking Cor¬ 
poration located in Lancaster, Ohio. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio. 

No. MC 141768, filed February 2, 1976. 
Applicant: WESTERN ASPHALT (1972), 
LTD., P.O. Box 3195, Sherwood Park, Al¬ 
berta, Canada. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Daniel C. Sullivan, 327 South 
LaSalle Street, Chicago, HI. 60604. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, between the 
ports of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada located In Montana, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points In 
Montana. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Minnea¬ 
polis, Minn. 


No. MC 141781, filed February 9, 1976. 
Applicant: LARSON TRANSFER & 
STORAGE CO., INC., P.O. Box 877, 
Minneapolis. Minn. 55440. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert P. Sack. P.O. 
Box 6010, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Canned vegetables 
(except commodities in bulk), from Ar¬ 
lington, Minn., to Oklahoma City, Tulsa, 
and Durant, Okla.; Joplin, Springfield, 
and Kansas City. Mo., and Kansas City 
and Elwood, Kans. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC 128652 therefore dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests It be held 
at Minneapolis. Minn. 

No. MC 141782, filed February 9, 1976. 
Applicant: C & C CARTAGE COMPANY, 
INC., 3# Birkenhead Street, Port Went¬ 
worth. Ga. 31407. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Paul Knolan Cates (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except Classes A 
and B explosives). between points within 
the Savannah Georgia Commercial Zone, 
restricted to traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by water. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Savannah. Ga. or Jacksonville, Fla. 

Application for Exemption 

No. MC 141771-EX, filed February 3, 
1976. Applicant: S.O.S., a Division of 
Atlas Trucking, 3663 Clay Avenue, S.W., 
Grand Rapids, Mich. 49508. Applicant’s 
representative: Edward Malinzak, 900 
Old Kent Building, Grand Rapids, Mich. 
49502. Authority sought for exemption 
from economic regulation in interstate or 
foreign commerce within one state as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
Commodities, from the plant and ware¬ 
houses sites of Keller Brass Company; 
Corduroy Rubber Co.; Grand Rapids 
Metalcraft, Division Gulf and Western 
Industrial Products Company; Furniture 
City Manufacturing, Division Gulf and 
Western Industrial Products Company: 
Leslie Metal Arts Co., Inc. located within 
the Grand Rapids commercial zone, the 
plant and warehouse site of Leslie Metal 
Arts Co., Inc. located within the Middle- 
ville commercial zone to Lansing, Pon¬ 
tiac, Flint, and Detroit and points within 
their commercial zone, restricted to 
movements not in excess of 1600 pounds 
from one consignor to one consignee in 
straight trucks only and to performance 
of service on any given shipment within 
a time span of not more than ten (10) 
hours from the time of picking up at 
point or origin to the time of delivery 
at point of destination. 

Note. —From the destination points of the 
applicant's Intrastate authority. Applicant 
desires an exemption from Section 204 (4a) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act to permit it 
to interline general commodities from said 
destination points to all points within the 
continental United States. 
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Passenger Applications 

No. MC 99143 (Sub-No. 5), filed Jan¬ 
uary 28. 1976. Applicant: OHIO VALLEY 
CHARTER SERVICES, INC., R.D. No. 2, 
East Liverpool, Ohio 43920. Applicant's 
representative: James R. Allison, 25 East 
Rebecca Street, East Palestine, Ohio 
44413. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Passen¬ 
gers and their baggage in the same ve¬ 
hicle with passengers, in special opera¬ 
tions, in round-trip, sight-seeing and 
pleasure tours, beginning at points in 
Harrison and Columbiana Counties, Ohio 
and extending to points in the United 
States including Alaska, but excluding 
Hawaii. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Youngstown, Ohio, Pittsburgh, Pa., or Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio. 

No. MC 140991, filed December 22.1975. 
Applicant: UNITED JEWISH ORGANI¬ 
ZATIONS OP WILLIAMSBURGH, INC., 
545 Bedford Avenue, Brooklyn, N.Y. 
11211. Applicant’s representative: Sid¬ 
ney J. Leshin, 575 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 10022. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, between 
Brooklyn, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Orange. Rockland. 
Sullivan, and Ulster Counties, N.Y. and 
points in New Jersey, restricted to mem¬ 
bers of religious organization or religious 
school institutions who are members of 
the United Jewish Organizations of Wil- 
liamsburgh, Inc., under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with United Jewish 
Organizations of Williamsburgh, Inc. 

Note. — If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at New York, 

NY. 

Broker Applications 

No. MC 130359, filed January 23, 1976. 
Applicant: THE BRIDGEPORT AND 
PORT JEFFERSON STEAMBOAT 
COMPANY, a Corporation, 102 W. Broad¬ 
way, Port Jefferson, N.Y. 11777. Appli¬ 
cant's repreesntative: Gordon P. Mac- 
Dougall. 1100 17th Street. N.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
engage in operation, in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce, as a broker at Port Jef¬ 
ferson, N.Y. and Bridgeport, Conn., to sell 
or offer to sell the transportation of Pas¬ 
sengers and their baggage, in special and 
charter operations, in all expense, round- 
trip, sightseeing and pleasure tours, be¬ 
tween points in Connecticut, Massachu¬ 
setts, New Jersey. New York, and Rhode 
Island, restricted to transportation in 
conjunction with applicant’s existing 
authority in W-271. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
II a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at either Port Jefferson, 
N.Y. or Bridgeport, Conn. 

No. MC 130362 filed January 28. 1976. 
Applicant: ROBERT L. NEFF & E. JEAN 
NEFF, doing business as BOB NEFF 


TOURS, 718 Edgemoor Court. P.O. Box 
3, Lancaster, Pa. 17604. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Robert L. Neff (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to en¬ 
gage in operation, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a broker at Lancaster, Pa., 
to sell or offer to sell the transportation 
of Passengers and their baggage, indi¬ 
vidually and in groups, in special and 
charter operations in one way and round 
trip tours, by motor, air, water, and rail 
carriers, beginning and ending at Man- 
heim Township, Lancaster County, Pa. 
and extending to points in the United 
States including Alaska and Hawaii. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Lancaster 
or Harrisburg, Pa. or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 130363, filed January 20, 1976. 
Applicant: IJLLA TRAVEL, INCORPO¬ 
RATED, 1517 C Stowell Center Plaza, 
P.O. Box 1226, Santa Maria. Calif. 93454. 
Applicant’s representative: David B. Boi¬ 
ler, 650 South Grand Avenue, Ste. No. 
1000. Los Angeles, Calif. 90017. Authority 
sought to engage in operation, in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, as a broker 
at Santa Maria, Calif., to sell or offer to 
sell the transportation of Passengers and 
their baggage, in charter and special op¬ 
erations, sightseeing and pleasure tours, 
by motor carriers, from points in St. Luis 
Obispo and Santa Barbara Counties, 
Calif., to points in Arizona, California. 
Colorado, Idaho, Louisiana, Montana, 
New Mexico. Oregon, Texas, Washington, 
and Wyoming, and to points in the Prov¬ 
inces of British Columbia and Alberta, 
Canada. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Los Angeles or Santa Marla, Calif. 

Water Application 

No. W-547 (Sub-No. 2) (Correction), 
filed January 13, 1976, published in the 
Federal Register issue of February 26, 
1976, republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: THE GREAT LAKES TOW¬ 
ING COMPANY, a Corporation, 1800 
Terminal Tower, Cleveland, Ohio 44113. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert J. 
Abies, 1819 H Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to engage 
in operation, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce as a common carrier by water in 
the transportation of General commodi¬ 
ties, by non-self-propelled vessels with 
the use of separate towing vessels, and by 
towing vessels in the performance of 
general towage, between all ports and 
points on the Great Lakes and connect¬ 
ing all tributary waterways, including 
the Illinois Waterway and the St. Law¬ 
rence River. 

Note.— The purpose of this republicatlon 
Is to correct the requested authority In this 
proceeding. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Cleveland, Ohio or Washington, D.C. 

By the Commission. 

[sealI Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6848 Piled 3-10-76:8:45 am) 


(Notice No. 997J 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

March 8, 1976. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment. cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that they are notified 
of cancellation or postponements of hear¬ 
ings in which they are interested. 

MC 110060 (Sub 1), Transportes Chlhuahu- 
enses, S.A. de C.V., now being assigned 
June 14, 1976 (1 week) at EH Paso, Texas, 
in a hearing room to be lat?r designated. 
MC 129749 (Sub-No. 3), Foundry Service Cor¬ 
poration, now assigned April 7, 1976. at 
New York, N.Y., la canceled and application 
dismissed. 

MC-C 8877, Consolidated Frelghtways Cor¬ 
poration of Delaware—Investigation and 
Revocation of Certificates, now being as¬ 
signed April 7, 1976 (2 days) In New York, 
New York in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 135732 Sub 13. Aubrey Freight Lines. Inc., 
now b?lng assigned June 2. 1976. (2 days), 
at Tallahassee. Fla.. In a hearing room to 
bo later designated. 

MC 141021, Petroleum Transport Co., Inc. now 
being assigned June 28, 1978 (1 week) at 
Baton Rouge. Louisiana in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC 1380 Sub 19. Colonial Motor Freight Line. 
Inc., now being assigned June 7. 1976 (2 
wks). at Columbia. S.C., in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

AB 1 (Sub-No. 45). Chicago and North West¬ 
ern Transportation Company Abandon¬ 
ment Between Minerva Junction and Ro¬ 
land, In Story and Marshall Counties. Iowa, 
now assigned April 6, 1976, at Marshall¬ 
town, Iowa, will be held at the Municipal 
Building. 24 North Center Street. 

AB 52 (Sub-No. 2). Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railway Company Abandonment 
From West Ardmore to Rlngllng. Also Be¬ 
tween Cobalt Junction and Healdton, In 
Carter and Jefferson Counties. Oklahoma 
now assigned April 7. 1976. at Ardmore, 
Oklahoma. wUl be held at the Chamber 
of Commerce Building, 6 East Main. 

MC 88285 (Sub-No. 4), Bruce & Son Van 
Storage Co., now assigned April 12. 1976, at 
Dallas. Tex., will be held in Room 5A15-17, 
New Federal Building, 1100 Commerce 
Street. 

No. 36307 and No. 36307 Sub 1. Radioactive 
Materials, Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad 
Company, now being assigned for pre-hear¬ 
ing conference on March 17, 1976, at the 
Office of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C., with hearing 
remaining as scheduled on March 31, 1976, 
at the Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 

MC 123407 (Sub 265), Sawyer Transport, Inc. 
now being assigned May 18, 1976 (1 day) 
at Chicago. Illinois in a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

FF 476. Astro Air Express, Inc. now being 
assigned May 19. 1976 (3 days) at Chicago, 
Illinois in a hearing room to be later des¬ 
ignated. 
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MC 140484 (Sub 10). Lester Coggins Truck¬ 
ing, Inc. now being assigned (2 days) May 
24. 1976 at CWlcago. Illinois In a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC-P 12653, Roadway Express, Inc., Pur¬ 
chase—Portion of Key Line Freight, Inc. 
now being assigned May 26. 1976 (3 days) 
at Chicago. Illinois In a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC-P 12713. Campbell Sixty-Six Express. 
Inc.—Purchase (Portion)—Transamerican 
Freight Lines, Inc. (Harold O. Love, Receiv¬ 
er) now being assigned July 7, 1976 (8 
days) at St. Louis. Missouri in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

[seal! Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

I PR Doc.76-7012 Piled 3-10-76;8:46 am) 


CON RAIL, ET AL. 

Continuation of Rail Service Under Subsidy 
by Designated Operator 

Information concerning the imple¬ 
mentation of section 304(c) and (d) of 
Regional Rail Reorganization Act of 
1973 (45 U.S.C. 744), as amended by the 
Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory 
Reform Act of 1976, Pub. L. 94-210 (45 
U.S.C. 801). enacted on February 5, 1976. 

Background. Over the past several 
months, the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission (Commission), has received 
many inquiries regarding the authority 
required, if any, by ConRail, other rail¬ 
roads, or responsible persons (including 
a government entity) designated to op¬ 
erate rail freight service (Designated 
Operators), pursuant to section 304(d) 
of the Regional Rail Reorganization Act 
of 1973, as amended by the Railroad Re¬ 
vitalization and Regulatory Reform 
Act of 1976. The staff of the Commis¬ 
sion has responded to these inquiries by 
informing the parties to file an applica¬ 
tion with a motion to dismiss so that the 
Commission could formally consider the 
matter. This procedure was considered 
unsatisfactory and burdensome. After 
further study of the situation, including 
the problem of seeking authority to com¬ 
mence operation or to abandon upon 
termination of the rail service continua¬ 
tion payment, the Commission has con¬ 
cluded that Designated Operators should 
not be required to file an application un¬ 
der section 1(18) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act. As an alternative solution, 
the Commission has adopted the follow¬ 
ing procedure. 

A “Certificate of Designated Operator” 
will be issued by the Commission to Con- 
Rail, other railroads, or responsible per¬ 
sons (including a government entity) 
designated to operate rail freight serv¬ 
ice (Designated Operators), pursuant to 
section 304(d) of the Regional Rail Re¬ 
organization Act of 1973, as amended by 
the Railroad Revitalization and Regula¬ 
tory Reform Act of 1976, when a Desig¬ 
nated Operator files with the Commis¬ 
sion a letter which indicates its intent 
to provide the proposed service. The let¬ 
ter must include the following additional 
information: 

1. The status of the Designated 
Operator. 

(a) The name and address of the Des¬ 
ignated Operator. 


(b) If the Designated Operator is a 
new corporation or other new business 
entity and a non-carrier, a copy of the 
certificate of incorporation from the ap¬ 
propriate state authority in the state in 
which the Designated Operator is in¬ 
corporated or, if unincorporated, the 
facts and official organizational docu¬ 
ments relating to the formation of the 
new. non-carrier business entity. 

(c) The names and addresses of all 
officers and directors of the new, non¬ 
carrier business entity with a statement 
from each which indicates present af¬ 
filiation. if any. with a railroad. 

(d) Sufficient information from the 
Designated Operator to establish its 
financial responsibility for the proposed 
undertaking, unless the Designated Op¬ 
erator is a common carrier by railroad. 

2. The relevant dates: 

(a) The effective date of the proposed 
discontinuance of service by the owning 
carriers in reorganization. 

(b) The exact dates of the period of 
operation which have been agreed upon 
by the Designated Operator, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, the offeror of 
the rail service continuation payment 
and the owner of the line to be operated, 
in their operating or subsidy agreements. 

3. The nature of the proposed service: 

(a) A copy of all agreements between 
the Designated Operator, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, the offeror of the 
rail service continuation payment and 
the owner of the line to be operated. 

(b) Any additional information which 
is necessary to provide the Commission 
with a description of: 

(i) the line over which service is to be 
provided, e.g. (U.S.R.A. Line No.); 

(ii) all interline connections including 
the names of the connecting railroads; 
and 

(iii) the nature and extent of all li¬ 
ability insurance coverage. 

4. The status of the offeror: 

(a) The name and address of the offer¬ 
or of the rail service continuation pay¬ 
ment 

(b) Sufficient information to establish 
the financial responsibility of the offeror 
for the proposed undertaking, unless the 
offeror Is a state or municipal corpora¬ 
tion or authority when must then state 
that It has authority to perform the serv¬ 
ice or enter into the agreement for sub¬ 
sidy. 

Upon receipt of this information, the 
matter will be docketed by the prefix 
initials “D-OP.” When a certificate is 
issued It will be entitled a “Certificate of 
Designated Operator.” This certificate 
will state generally that the Designated 
Operator has entered into an agreement 
to provide service, pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of section 304 of the Regional Rail 
Reorganization Act of 1973. as amended 
by the Railroad Revitalization and Reg¬ 
ulatory Reform Act of 1976, over a de¬ 
scribed line, with the right to commence 
and terminate service pursuant to the 
terms of agreement between the oarties 
in accordance with the provisions of 
section 304, without further authority 
under the provisions of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, (Act). Although the 


Designated Operator will not be required 
to seek and obtain authority from the 
Commission pursuant to section la and 
1(18) of the Act, as amended, for either 
commencement or termination of opera¬ 
tions, the Designated Operator will be 
subject to all other provisions of the Act, 
as amended, as a common carrier by rail¬ 
road. 

Any operator, including ConRail, other 
railroads or responsible persons (includ¬ 
ing a government entity), which is not a 
Designated Operator, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 304 of the Regional Rail Reorgani¬ 
zation Act of 1973, as amended by the 
Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory 
Reform Act of 1976, is subject to ail 
provisions of the Interstate Commerce 
Act. More specifically, a “Certificate of 
Designated Operator 0 is designed for a 
rather limited situation. It will apply 
only to subsidized operations conducted 
pursuant to section 304(c) and (d) of 
the Regional Rail Reorganization Act of 
1973. as amended by the Railroad Re¬ 
vitalization and Regulatory Reform Act 
of 1976. It will not apply, for example, to 
purchase situations described in section 
304(d) (as amended to 304(f)) of that 
Act. A “Certificate of Designated Opera¬ 
tor 0 will not authorize entry onto or op¬ 
eration over a light density line subse¬ 
quent to its purchase. 

Rates and Tariffs 

Regarding rate and tariff issues, the 
implementation of the Final System Plan 
with respect to subsidized operations will 
involve the use of adoption notices as 
the vehicle to effectuate the shifting of 
the tariff responsibilities to the operat¬ 
ing carrier. Since it now appears that 
there will be some subsidized operations 
performed by entities that will, at least 
initially, be non-carriers, deviation from 
the tariff filing requirements of Tariff 
Circular No. 20, 49 CFR 1300, will be 
necessary in some instances. To facilitate 
the take over by non-carriers, special 
permission can be granted, upon applica¬ 
tion, when warranted. It should be noted 
that ConRall’s request for special per¬ 
mission for authority to file an adoption 
notice was granted by order of the Com¬ 
mission, Division 2, served March 3, 1976. 

Procedure 

A "Certificate of Designated Operator” 
will be issued when all of the necessary 
Information plus three copies thereof are 
filed with the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion. The Commission strongly urges all 
Designated Operators to submit the 
necessary information as soon as possi¬ 
ble. In the lower right corner of the 
covers of all envelopes which contain 
such information, “D-OP Certificate” 
should be indicated. In the event that all 
necessary information has been filed and 
no certificate has been received by the 
Designated Operator, operations may be 
commenced pending receipt of the “Cer¬ 
tificate” on the date specified in the 
agreements filed with the Commission. 

Informal Seminar 

An informal seminar, concerning the 
implementation of section 304 (c) and 
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(d) of the Rail Reorganization Act of 
1973. as amended by the Railroad Re¬ 
vitalization and Regulatory Reform Act 
of 1976, \cffl be held on Friday. March 19, 
1976, at 10:00 am. at the offices of the 
Commission, Washington, D.C. The lo¬ 
cation of the seminar will be posted in 
the lobby of the Commission. It is hoped 
that such a conference will clarify ques¬ 
tions that individuals may have concern¬ 
ing this section of the new Act and its 
implementation by the Commission. 

By the Commission. 

Dated: March 5,1976. 

f seal! Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.76-701 i Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


| AB 1 (Sub- No. 51) | 

CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION CO. 

Abandonment of Services 

Upon consideration of the record in 
impact statement need be issued in this 
assessment survey which is available to 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
proc eeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the mean¬ 
ing of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969. 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321. et seq.; 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered . That applicant be. and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in a newspaper of general 
circulation in Kossuth, Palo Alto and 
Emmet Counties, Iowa on or before 
March 24. 1976 and certify to the Com¬ 
mission that this has been accomplished. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this finding shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the Of¬ 
fice of the Secretary. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington, D.C., 
for public inspection, and by delivering a 
copy of the notice to the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register, for publication 
in the Federal Register as notice to In¬ 
terested persons. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 17th 
day of February. 1976. 

By the Commission. Commissioner 

Brown. 

I sealI Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
February 17, 1976, it has been determined 
that the proposed abandonment by Chicago 
and North Western Transportation Company 
of its line of railroad between Burt and 
Haifa, a distance of 21.4 miles, all in Kos¬ 
suth, Palo Alto, and Emmet Counties. Iowa. 
W approved by the Commission, does not 


constitute a major Federal action signif¬ 
icantly affecting the quality of the human 
environment within the meaning of the Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA). 42 U.S.C. 15 4321. et seq.. and that 
preparation of a detailed environmental Im¬ 
pact statement will not be required under 
section 4332(2) (C) of the NEPA. 

It was conclxided. among other things, that 
the environmental Impacts of the proposed 
action are considered insignificant because 
of the low volume of traffic involved and the 
absence of any major historic, safety, or 
ecological consequences associated with the 
proposed abandonment. Highways In the 
vicinity of the subject line are able to ac¬ 
comodate the resultant slight diversion to 
truck transportation. There are no develop¬ 
ment plans or land use policies in the trib¬ 
utary territory which are dependent on the 
availability of rail service. 

Furthermore, governmental units have ex¬ 
pressed an Interest In utilizing this right-of- 
way for recreational purposes should the 
abandonment be authorized. 

This determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and consideration of an 
environmental threshold assessment survey, 
which is available on request to the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Office of Pro¬ 
ceedings, Washington, D.C. 20423: telephone 
202-343-7966. 

Interested persons may comment on this 
matter by filing their statements in writing 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington. D.C., 20423. on or before April 
8. 1976. 

This negative environmental determina¬ 
tion shall become final unless good and 
sufficient reason demonstrating why an en¬ 
vironmental impact statement should be 
prepared for this action is submitted to the 
Commission by the above-specified date. 

Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-7013 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


(Exemption No. 1091 

THE ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FE 

RAILWAY CO. AND PENN CENTRAL 

TRANSPORTATION CO. 

Exemption of the Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing, That. The Atchison. 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company 
(ATSF), and the Penn Central Trans¬ 
portation Company, Robert W. Blan¬ 
chette, Richard C. Bond and John H. 
McArthur, Trustees (PC) have each 
agreed to the unrestricted use by the 
other of its plain gondola cars less than 
61 ft. in length; and that such mutual 
use of gondola cars will increase car 
utilization by reductions in switching 
and movements of such cars. 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by Car Service 
Rule 19, plain gondola cars described 
in the Official Railway Equipment Regis¬ 
ter. I.C.C. ^l.E.R. No. 398. issued by W. 
J. Trezise. or successive issues thereof, 
as having mechanical designations “GA'\ 
“GB'\ “GD". “GH", “OS”. “GT’\ and 
“GW”, which are less than 61 ft. 0 in. 
long, and which bear the reporting 


marks listed herein, may be used by the 
ATSF and PC without regard to the re¬ 
quirements of Car Service Rules 1 and 2. 


Reporting marks 


ATSF 


PC 

ATSF. 

... NH 

FC 

NYC 

PRR 


Effective March 2, 1976. 

Expires May 31, 1976. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 2, 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal! Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent . 

[FR Doc.76-7017 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am| 


[Twelfth Revised Exemption No. 901 

ATLANTA AND SAINT ANDREWS BAY 
RAILWAY CO., ET AL 

Exemption of the Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing. That the railroads named 
below own numerous 50-ft. plain box¬ 
cars: that under present conditions there 
are substantial surpluses of these cars on 
their lines; that return of these cars to 
the owners would result In their being 
stored idle; that such cars can be used 
by other carriers for transporting traf¬ 
fic offered for shipments to points re¬ 
mote from the car owners; and that 
compliance with Car Service Rules 1 and 
2 prevents such use of these cars, result¬ 
ing in unnecessary loss of utilization of 
such cars. 

It is ordered. That pursuant to the au¬ 
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule 
19, 50-ft. plain boxcars described in the 
Official Railway Equipment Register, 
I.C.C. R.E.R. No. 398. issued by W. J. 
Trezise. or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designation “XM’\ 
and bearing reporting marks assigned to 
the railroads named below, shall be ex¬ 
empt from the provisions of Car Service 
Rules 1, 2<a), and 2(b). 

Atlanta & Saint Andrews Bay Railway Com¬ 
pany, Reporting Marks: ASAB. 

Green Mountain Railroad Corporation, Re¬ 
porting Marks: OMRC. 
Missourl-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company. 

Reporting Marks: BKTY-MKT. 

The Pittsburgh and Lake Erie Railroad Com¬ 
pany. Reporting Marks: P&LE. 

Raritan River Rail Road Company, Reporting 
Marks: RR. 

Sacramento Northern Railway, Reporting 
Marks: SN. 

Sierra Railroad Company, Reporting Marks: 
SERA. 

Tidewater Southern Railway Company, Re¬ 
porting Marks: TS. 

Vermont Railway. Inc., Reporting Marks: 
VTR. 

WCTU Railway Company, Reporting Marks: 
WCTR. 
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Effective March 9,1976 , and continuing 
In effect until further order of this 
Commission. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 2, 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

[seal] Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

[PH Doc.76-7014 Filed 3-10-76,8:45 am] 


[Exemption No. 108] 

CHICAGO & EASTERN ILLINOIS RAILROAD 
CO. f ET AL 

Exemption of the Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing, That the Chicago & East¬ 
ern Illinois Railroad (C&EI), Missouri- 
Illinois Railroad Company (MI) Missouri 
Pacific Railroad Company (MP). Penn 
Central Transportation Company. Rob¬ 
ert W. Blanchette. Richard C. Bond and 
John H. McArthur. Trustees (PC). and 
The Texas and Pacific Railway Company 
(T&P) have each agreed to the unre¬ 
stricted use by the other of its plain 
gondola cars less than 61 ft. in length; 
and that such mutual use of gondola 
cars will increase car utilization by re¬ 
ductions in switching and movements of 
such cars. 

It Is ordered. That, pursuant to the au¬ 
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule 
19, plain gondola cars described in the 
Official Railway Equipment Register, 

1. C.C. R.E.R. No. 398, issued by W. J. 
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designations “GA", 
“GB", “GD”, “GH”, “GS", and “GW", 
which are less than 61 ft. 0 in. long, and 
which bear the reporting marks listed 
herein, may be used by the C&EI, MI, 
MP. PC, and T&P without regard to the 
requirements of Car Service Rules 1 and 

2 . 

Reporting marks 


C&EI MI 

MP 

ro 

TAP 

CAEI.MI 

CEL.. 

MP 

NH 

NYC 

PC 

PRR 

TAP 

TP 


Effective March 1,1976. 


Expires May 31,1976. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 1, 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal) Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

|FR Doc.76-7016 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[Exemption No. Ill] 

THE DETROIT, TOLEDO AND IRONTON 
RAILROAD CO. AND NORFOLK AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 

Exemption of the Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing , That The Detroit, Toledo 
and Ironton Railroad Company (DTI) 


and the Norfolk and Western Railway 
Company (N&W) have each agreed to 
the unrestricted use by the other of its 
plain gondola cars less than 61 ft. in 
length; and that such mutual use of 
gondola cars will increase car utilization 
by reductions in switching and move¬ 
ments of empty gondola cars. 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by Car Service 
Rule 19, plain gondola cars described in 
the Official Railway Equipment Register, 
I.C.C. R.E.R. No. 398, issued by W. J. 
Trezise. or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designations “GA", 
“GB”, “GD”, “GH”. ‘‘GS”. “GT", and 
“GW”, which are less than 61 ft. 0 in. 
long, and which bear the reporting marks 
listed herein, may be used by the DTI 
and the N&W without regard to the re¬ 
quirements of Car Service Rules 1 and 2. 

Reporting Marks 


DTI N&W 

DTI _ NKP 

DT&I_ N&W 

P&WV 

VGN 

WAB 


Effective March 3,1976. 

Expires June 15,1976. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 3, 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

[FR Doc.76-7019 Filed 3-10-76;8:45 am] 


[Exemption No. 113] 

LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD CO. AND 
NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 

Exemption of the Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing , That the Lehigh Valley 
Railroad Company (Robert C. Hal deman. 
Trustee) (LV) and the Norfolk and 
Western Railway Company (N&W) have 
each agreed to the unrestricted use by 
the other of its plain gondola cars less 
than 61 ft. in length; and that such mu¬ 
tual use of gondola cars will increase car 
utilization by reductions in switching and 
movements of empty gondola cars. 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to the au¬ 
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule 
19, plain gondola cars described in the 
Official Railway Equipment Register, 
I.C.C. RRR. No. 398, issued by W. J. 
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designations “GA”, 
“GB". “GD", “GH“. “GS”, “GT", and 
“GW", which are less than 61 ft. 0 in. 
long, and which bear the reporting marks 
listed herein, may be used by the LV and 
N&W without regard to the requirements 
of Car Service Rules 1 and 2. 

Reporting Marks 

LV *N&W 

LV_____P&WV 

N&W 

NKP 

VGN 

WAB 


Effective March 3, 1976. 

Expires June 15, 1976. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 3, 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent, 

[FR Doc.76-7020 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[Exemption No. 110] 

LOUISVILLE AND NASHVILLE RAILROAD 

CO. AND PENN CENTRAL TRANSPOR 

TATION CO. 

Exemption of the Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing, That, the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Company (L&N) and 
the Penn Central Transportation Com¬ 
pany, Robert W. Blanchette, Richard C. 
Bond and John H. McArthur. Trustees 
(PC) have each agreed to the unre¬ 
stricted use by the other of its plain 
gondola cars less than 61 ft. in length: 
and that such mutual use of gondola cars 
will Increase car utilization by reduc¬ 
tions in switching and movements of 
such cars. 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to the 
authority vested In me by Car Service 
Rule 19, plain gondola cars described in 
the Official Railway Equipment Register. 
I.C.C. R.ER. No. 398. issued by W. J. 
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designations “GA’. 
“GB”, “GD“, “GH", “GS", “GT", and 
“GW", which are less than 61 ft. 0 in. 
long, and which bear the reporting marks 
listed herein, may be used by the L&N 
and PC without regard to the require¬ 
ments of Car Service Rules 1 and 2. 

Reporting murks 


L&N PC 


C1L. LAN Nil NYC 

MON_NC , PC PKR 


Effective March 2, 1976. 

Expires May 31,1976. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 2. 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

[FR Doc 76-7018 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 


[Exemption No. 107] 



CO. 

Exemption of the Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing. That the Penn Central 
Transportation Company, Robert W. 
Blanchett, Richard C. Bond and John H. 
McArthur, Trustees (PC) and the Sea¬ 
board Coast Line Railroad Company 
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(SCL) have each agreed to the unre¬ 
stricted use by the other of its plain 
gondola cars less than 61 ft. in length; 
and that such mutual use of gondola cars 
will increase car utilization by reductions 
in switching and movements of such cars. 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by Car Service 
Rule 19, plain gondola cars described in 
the Official Railway Equipment Register, 
I.C.C. R.E.R. No. 398, issued by W. J. 
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designations “GA'\ 
“GB \ “GD\ “GH”, “GS”. “GT’\ and 
“GW”, which are less than 61 ft. 0 in. 
long, and which bear the reporting 
marks listed herein, may be used by the 
PC and SCL without regard to the re¬ 
quirements of Car Service Rules 1 and 2. 


Reporting marks 


PC 


8CL 

NIL.NYC 

ACL 

SAL 

PC..FRR 

8CL 


Effective March 1, 1976. 

Expires May 31,1976. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 1, 
1976. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

l seal] Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

(PR Doc.76-7016 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Social Security Administration 
[ 20 CFR Part 405 ] 

l Reg. No. 61 

FEDERAL HEALTH INSURANCE FOR 
THE AGED AND DISABLED 

Consultants for Skilled Nursing Facilities 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act, (5 U.S.C. 
553) that the amendments to Subpart P 
of Regulations No. 5 (§§ 405.685, 405.- 
686), set forth below in tentative form 
are proposed by the Commissioner of So¬ 
cial Security with the approval of the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. The proposed amendments revise 
the present regulations to implement sec¬ 
tion 277 of the Social Security Amend¬ 
ments of 1972 (P.L. 92-603) which pro¬ 
vides authority for the State agencies 
to furnish consultant services to skilled 
nursing facilities. 

Under this amendment, the State 
agency may provide consultants to skilled 
nursing facilities, upon request, in locali¬ 
ties where such consultants are in short 
supply if the State is willing and able 
to do so. Medicare will reimburse the 
State for this service in proportion to 
the percentage of Medicare beneficiaries 
in the facility. 

The proposed regulations include the 
requirement that consultants be in short 
supply since the extent to which con¬ 
sultants will be provided by the State 
agency is expected to be limited to the 
State's ability to recruit such specialists 
into its employment system. The report 
of the Senate Finance Committee on the 
Social Security Amendments of 1972, 
Pub. L. 92-603 (S. Rept. No. 92-1230. 
92d Cong. 2d Sess. (1972) at p. 315), 
states in part: . . The committee is 

aware that in many parts of the country 
consultants In these particular speciality 
areas are in short supply, competition 
for their services is intense, and the cost 
of retaining them on a per diem basis is 
often prohibitive for many r skilled 


nursing facilities!. . . . The State agency 
would be authorized to limit the avail¬ 
ability of these services, consistent with 
its own assessment of available resources 
and needs.” If a request for such special¬ 
ized consultative services were not 
limited to areas of short supply, the de¬ 
mand by providers might not be met by 
State agencies. It is also recognized that 
where providers have difficulty in re¬ 
cruiting certain categories of specialists, 
similar difficulties might be encountered 
by State agencies. Those consultants pro¬ 
vided by State agencies would function 
in the same manner as private con¬ 
sultants, e.g., a consultant-dietitian 
would plan menus for the facility. 

Prior to the final adoption of the pro¬ 
posed amendment to the regulations, 
consideration will be given to any com¬ 
ments, views, or arguments pertaining 
thereto which are submitted in writing 
in triplicate to the Commissioner of So¬ 
cial Security, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, P.O. Box 1585, 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203, on or before 
April 12,1976. 

Copies of all comments received in re¬ 
sponse to this notice will be available 
for public inspection during regular 
business hours at the Washington In¬ 
quiries Section, Office of Information, 
Social Security Administration, Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
North Building, Room 4146, 330 Inde¬ 
pendence Avenue, 8W.. Washington, D.C. 
20201. 

(Seca. 1102, 1864. and 1871 of the Social Se¬ 
curity Act. os amended, 49 Stat. 647, &a 
amended, 79 Stat. 326, as amended. 79 Stat. 
331; 42 U.S.C. 1302, 1395aa, and 1396hh.) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.800, Health Insurance for the 
Aged. Hospital Insurance.) 

Dated: January 23,1976. 

J. B. Cardwell, 

Commissioner of Social Security . 

Approved: March 1,1976. 

David Mathews, 

Secretary of Health, 

Education, and Welfare . 


Part 405 of Chapter HI of Title 20 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as follows: 

1. Section 405.685 is amended by add¬ 
ing thereto a new paragraph (e) to read 
as follows: 

§ 403.685 Agreement** with States pur¬ 
suant to section 1864 general. 

The Secretary shall enter into an 
agreement with any State which is able 
and willing to do so, under which the 
services of the State health agency or 
other appropriate State agency (or the 
appropriate local agencies) will be 
utilized by the Secretary. 

• • • • • 

(e) To furnish (subject to the ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary) specialized con¬ 
sultative services which it is able and 
willing to supply to a skilled nursing fa¬ 
cility in localities where consultants are 
in short supply, upon written request 
by the faculty, to enable the facility to 
meet one or more of the standards con¬ 
tained in the Conditions of Participa¬ 
tion in Subpart K, where the facility 
could not meet the Conditions without 
the use of consultants. 

2. A new § 405.686. is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 403.686 Reimbursement to Staten for 
specialized consultative services. 

Reimbursement to States for the serv¬ 
ices of specialized consultants pursuant 
to 5 405.685(e), to enable a particular 
skilled nursing facility to comply with the 
Conditions of Participation, shall be 
made only if the facility could not meet 
one or more of the standards in the Con¬ 
ditions of Participation in Subpart K 
without the use of such specialized con¬ 
sultants and shall be limited in propor¬ 
tion to the number of Medicare benefici¬ 
aries in the facility. 

|FR Doc.76-6419 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 amj 
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

| AC 00-2GG—Effective January 15. 1976) 

ADVISORY CIRCULAR CHECKLIST AND 
STATUS OF FEDERAL AVIATION REGU¬ 
LATIONS 

1. Purpose. This notice contains the 
revised checklist of current FAA advisory 
circulars and the status of Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulation as of January 15, 1976. 

2. Explanation. The FAA issues ad¬ 
visory circulars to inform the aviation 
public in a systematic way of nonregula- 
tory material of interest. Unless incor¬ 
porated into a regulation by reference, 
the contents of an advisory circular are 
not binding on the public. Advisory cir¬ 
culars are issued in a numbered-subject 
system corresponding to the subject 
areas of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions (14 CFR Ch. I). This checklist is 
issued triannually to list all current ad¬ 
visory circulars and also includes a 
checklist showing the status of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations. 

3. The Circular Numbering System. 

a. General. The advisory circular 
numbers relate to the FAR subchapter 
titles and correspond to the Parts, and 
when appropriate, to the specific sections 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations. Cir¬ 
culars of a general nature bear a number 
corresponding to the number of the gen¬ 
eral subject (subchapter) in the FAR’s. A 
general subject number is used only 
when a circular covers more than one 
Part. 

b. Subject numbers. The general sub¬ 
ject matter areas and related numbers 
are as follows: 

Subject Number and Subject Matter 

00 General. 

10 Procedural. 

20 Aircraft. 

60 Airmen. 

70 Airspace. 

90 Air Traffic Control and General Oper¬ 
ations. 

120 Air Carrier and Commercial Operators 
and Helicopters. 

140 Schools and Other Certified Agencies. 
150 Airports. 

170 Air Navigational Facilities. 

180 Administrative. 

210 Flight Information. 

c. Breakdown of subject numbers. 
When the volume of circulars in a gen¬ 
eral series warrants a subsubject break¬ 
down. the general number is followed by 
a slash and a subsubject number. Mate¬ 
rial in the 150 series, Airports, is issued 
under the following subsubjects: 

Number and Subject 

150/1900 Defense Readiness Program. 
160/4000 Resource Management. 

160/5000 Airport Planning. 

150/6100 Federal-aid Airport Program. 
150/5150 Surplus Airport Property Convey¬ 
ance Programs. 

150/5190 Airport CompUance Program. 
150/6200 Airport Safety—General. 

150/6210 Airport Safety Operations (Rec¬ 
ommended Training. Standards, 
Manning). 

150/5220 Airport Safety Equipment and 
Facilities. 


150/5230 Airport Ground Safety System. 
150/5240 Civil Airports Emergency Pre¬ 
paredness. 

150/5300 Design, Construction, and Mainte¬ 
nance—General. 

150/6320 Airport Design. 

150/5325 Influence of Aircraft Performance 
on Aircraft Design. 

150/5335 Runway, Taxiway, and Apron 
Characteristics. 

150/5340 Airport Visual Aids. 

150/5345 Airport Lighting Equipment. 
150/5360 Airport Buildings. 

150/5370 Airport Construction. 

150/5380 Airport Maintenance. 

160/5390 Heliports. 

150/5900 Planning Grant for Airports. 

d. Individual circular identification 
numbers. Each circular has a subject 
number followed by a dash and a sequen¬ 
tial number identifying the individual 
circular. This sequential number is not 
used again in the same subject series. 
Revised circulars have a letter A, B. C, 
etc., after the sequential number to show 
complete revisions. Changes to circulars 
have CH 1. CH 2. CH 3, etc., after the 
identification number on pages that have 
been changed. The date on a revised page 
is changed to the effective date of the 
change. 

4. The Advisory Circular Checklist. 

a. General. Each circular issued is 
listed numerically within its subject- 
number breakdown. The identification 
number (AC 120-1), the change number 
of the latest change, if any, to the right 
of the identification number, the title, 
and the effective date for each circular 
are shown. A brief explanation of the 
contents is given for each listing. 

b. Omitted numbers. In some series, 
sequential numbers are missing. These 
numbers w^ere assigned to advisory cir¬ 
culars still in preparation which will be 
Issued later or were assigned to advisory 
circulars that have been canceled. 

c. Free and sales circulars. This check¬ 
list contains advisory circulars that are 
for sale as w r ell as those distributed free 
of charge by the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. A list of circulars sold by 
the Superintendent of Documents is 
shown at the end of the numerical list of 
AC’s. Please use care when ordering 
circulars to ensure that they are ordered 
from the proper source. 

d. Internal directives for sale. A list of 
certain internal directives sold by the 
Superintendent of Documents is shown 
at the end of the checklist. These docu¬ 
ments are not identified by advisory 
circular numbers, but have their own 
directive numbers. 

5. How to get circulars. 

a. When a price is listed after the 
description of a circular, it means that 
this circular is for sale by the Super¬ 
intendent of Documents. When (Sub.) 
Ls included with the price, the advisory 
circular is available on a subscription 
basis only. After your subscription has 
been entered by the Superintendent of 
Documents, supplements or changes to 
the basic document will be provided au¬ 
tomatically at no additional charge un¬ 
til the subscription expires. When no 
price is given, the circular is distributed 
free of charge by FAA. 


b. Request free advisory circulars 
shown without an indicated price from: 

U.S. Department of Transportation, Publica¬ 
tions Section TAD 443.1, Washington, D.C. 
20590. 

c. Persons who want to be placed on 
FAA’s mailing list for future circulars 
should write to: 

U.S. Department of Transportation. Distri¬ 
bution Unit, TAD 482.3, Washington, D.C. 
20590. 

Note: Be sure to identify the subject mat¬ 
ter numbers and titles shown in paragraph 
3b because separato mailing lists are main¬ 
tained for each advisory circular subject 
scries. ChecklLsts and circulars issued In the 
General series will bo distributed to every 
addressee on each of the subject series lists. 
Persons requesting more than one subject 
classification may receive more than one 
copy of related circulars and this checklist 
because they will be included on more than 
one mailing list. Persons already on the dis¬ 
tribution list for AC’8 will automatically 
receive related circulars. 

d. Order advisory circulars and inter¬ 
nal directives with purchase price given 
from: 

Superintendent of Documents. U.S. Govern¬ 
ment Printing Office, Washington. D.C. 
20402; 

or from any of the following bookstores 
located throughout the United States: 
GPO Bookstore. Room 102A, 2121 Building. 
2121 Eighth Avenue North, Birmingham, 
AL 35203. 

GPO Bookstore. Federal Building. Room 1015, 
300 North Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles, 
CA 90012. 

GPO Bookstore. Federal BuUding, Room 1023. 
450 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, 
CA 94102. 

GPO Bookstore, Federal Building. U.S. Court¬ 
house. Room 1421, 1961 Stout Street, Den¬ 
ver, CO 80202. « 

GPO Bookstore. P.O. Box 713, Pueblo, CO 
81002. 

GPO Bookstore. Federal Building, Room 158, 
400 West Bay Street, Jacksonville. FLA 
32202. 

GPO Bookstore. Room 100. Federal BuUding, 
276 Peachtree Street NE., Atlanta, GA 
30303. 

GPO Bookstore, Everett McKinley Dlrksen 
Building, Room 1463, 14th Floor, 219 South 
Dearborn Street. Chicago, IL 60604. 

GPO Bookstore. Room G25. John F. Kennedy 
Federal Building, Sudbqry Street, Boston. 
MA 02203. 

GPO Bookstore. Federal Office Building. 
Room 229, 231 W. Lafayette Blvd.. Detroit, 
MI 48226. 

GPO Bookstore. Federal Building, Room 144, 
601 East 12th Street. Kansas City, MO 
64106. 

GPO Bookstore. Room 1356, 26 Federal Plaza. 
New York. NY 10007. 

GPO Bookstore, Federal Office Building. 201 
Cleveland Avenue SW., Canton, OH 44702. 
GPO Bookstore. Federal Office Building. 
Room 171, 1240 East Ninth Street. Cleve¬ 
land. OH 44199. 

GPO Bookstore. Federal Office Bldg., Room 
1214, 600 Arch St. Philadelphia. PA 19106. 
GPO Bookstore. Room 1C46, Federal Building. 
U.S. Courthouse. 1100 Commerce Street, 
Dallas, TX 76202. 

GPO Bookstore, Federal Building, Room 190, 
915 Second Ave., Seattle, WA 98174. 

GPO Bookstore. Federal Building. Room 190. 
517 E. Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaukee. WI 
53202. 

GPO Bookstore. 710 North Capitol Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20402. 
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Special Notice 

Orders for subscription items can 
no longer be accepted by the boofc- 
stores. These orders must be placed 
directly with the Superintendent of 
Documen s, Washington, D.C. 20402. 

Send check or money order with your 
order to the Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments. Make the check or money order 
payable to the Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments in the amounts indicated in the 
list. Orders for mailing to foreign coun¬ 
tries should include an additional 
25 percent of the total price to cover 
handling. No c.o.d. orders are accepted. 

6. Reproduction of Advisory Circulars. 
Advisory circulars may be reproduced 
in their entirety or in part without 
permission from the Federal Aviation 
Administration. 

7. Cancellations. The following advi¬ 
sory circulars are canceled: 

AO 00-2FF Advisory Circular Checklist, 
9-15-75. Cancelled by AC 00-2GG Ad¬ 
visory Circular Checklist, 1-15-76. 

AC 00-6 Aviation Weather, 5-20-65. Can¬ 
celled by AC 00-6A Aviation Weather 
3-3-75. 

AC 00-41 FAA Quality System Certification 
Program, 1-31-74. Cancelled by AC DO- 
41 A FAA Quality Control System Cer¬ 
tification Program 11-3-75. 

AC 00—44B Status of the Federal AxHation 
Regulations. 6-16-75. Cancelled by AC 
00-44C Status of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, 10-28-76. 

AC 20-6X U.S. CiiHl Aircraft Register, Jan. 
1975. Cancelled by AC 20-6Y U.S. Civil 
Aircraft Register, July 1975. 

AC 20-36D Index of Materials, Parts, and 
Appliances Certified Under the TSO Sys¬ 
tem, 9-6-74. Cancelled by AC 20-36E 
Index of Materials, Parts, and Appli¬ 
ances certified Under the TSO Svstem, 
9-3-75. 

AC 61-18C Airline Transport Pilot ( Air¬ 
plane) Written Test Guide, 4-19-71. 
Cancelled by AC 61-18D Airline Trans¬ 
port Pilot (Airplane) Written Test 
Guide. 2-14-75. 

AC 61-54 Flight Test Guide (Part 61 re¬ 
vised)—Private Pilot Airplane, 4-2-73. 
Cancelled by AC 61 -54A Private Pilot 
Airplane—Flight Test Guide, 4-13-75. 

AC 61-55 Commercial Airplane Flight Test 
Guide , 4-13-73. Cancelled by AC 61-65A 
Commercial Pilot Airplane Flight Test 
Guide, 4-25-75. 

AC 61-57 Multiengine Airplane Class and 
Type Ratings, Flight Test Guide, 4-13-73. 
Cancelled by AC 61-57A Type Rating 
Airplane, Flight Test Guide, 5-1-75. 

AC 61-78 Substitute "Acceptable Perform¬ 
ance Guidelines" Applicable to AC 61-55 
Commercial Pilot Airplane—Flight Test 
Guide, 10-10-74. Cancelled by AC 61-66A 
Commercial Pilot Airplane—Flight Test 
Guide, 4-25-75. 

AC 61-79 Substitute "Acceptable Perform¬ 
ance Guidelines" Applicable to AC 61-57 
Multiengine Airplane Class and Type 
Ratings Flight Test Guide, 10-10-74. 
Cancelled by AC 61-55A Commercial 
Pilot Airplane—Flight Test Guide, 4- 
25-75. 

AC 61-80 List of Flight Test Guides and 
Supplementary Advisory Circulars to be 
Used For Private and Commercial Flight 
Tests. 10-10-74. Cancelled by AC 61-56A 
Commercial Pilot Airplane—Flight Test 
Oulde, 4-25-75. 
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AC 91-7 Hazards Associated uith In-Flight 
Use of "Visible-Fluid" Type Cigarette 
Lighters. 3-16-65. Cancelled. 

AC 141-2 Written Tests Prepared by Pilot 
ScK<x>ls with Examining Authority Under 
Part 141 of the FAR‘s, 9-18-74. Can¬ 
celled by AC 141-2A Written Tests Pre¬ 
pared by Pilot Schools with Examining 
Authority Under Part 141 of the FAR’s, 
10 3-75. 

AC 150/5000-3B Address List for Regional 
Airports Divisions and Airport District 
Offices, 10-26-73. Cancelled by AC 150/ 
5000-3C Address List for Regional Air¬ 
ports Divisions and Airport District Of¬ 
fices, 12-9-75. 

AC 150/5340-13B High Intensity Runway 
Lighting System, 3-24-73. Cancelled by 
AC 150/6310-24 Runway and Taxiway 
Edge Lighting System. 9-3-75. 

AC 150/5340-15B Taxiway Edge Lighting 
System, 4-4-72. Cancelled by AC 150/ 
5340-24 Runway and Taxiway Edge 
Lighting System, 9-3-75. 

AC 150/5340-16B Medium Intensity Run¬ 
way Lighting System and Visual Ap¬ 
proach Slope Indicators for Utility Air¬ 
ports. 10-26-70. Cancelled by AC 150/ 
5310-24 Runway and Taxiway Edge 
Lighting System, 9-3-75. 

AC 210-1 Rational to Airmen System, 

2- 8-64. Cancelled by AC 210-1A National 
Notice to Airmen System, 12-10-75. 

8. Additions. The following advisory 
circulars are added to the list. 

AC 00-2GQ Advisory Circular Checklist, 1- 
15-76. 

AC 00-6A Aviation Weather, 3-3-75. 

AC 00-41A FAA Quality Control System 
Certification Program. 11-3-75. 

AC 00-440 Status of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, 10-28-75. 

AC 00-47 Emergency Locator Transmitters, 
5-21-75. 

AC 11-2 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
Distribution System, 12-17-75. 

AC 20-6Y U.S. CivU Aircraft Register, July 
1975. 

AC 20-7M Supplement 2 (October 1975). 

AC 20-7M Supplement 3 (November 1976). 

AC 20-7M Supplement 4 (December 1975). 

AC 20-7M Supplement 5 (January 1976). 

AC 20-36E Index of Materials, Parts, and 
Appliances Certified Under the Technical 
Standard Order System—July 1975, 9- 

3- 75. 

AC 43-8 Maintaining Hot Air Balloons In 
an Airworthy Condition, 1-2-75. 

AV 61-18D Airline Transport PUot (Air¬ 
plane) Written Test Guide, 2-14-75. 

AC 6154A Private Pilot Airplane—Flight 
Test Guide, 4-18-75. 

AC 61-55A Commercial Pilot Airplane— 
Flight Test Guide. 4-23-75. 

AC 61-57A Type Rating—Airplane—Flight 
Test Guide, 6-1-75. 

AC 61-77 Airline Transport Pilot—Air¬ 
plane—Practical Test Guide, 4-23-74. 

AC 90-45A Change 1, 9-15-75. 

AC 90-68 Minimum Vectoring Altitudes 
(MVA), 10-29-75. 

AC 90-69 National Beacon Code Allocation 
Plan, 11-5-75. 

AC 129-1 Foreign Air Carriers—Security 
Programs and Other Requirements—FAR 
Part 129, 9-25-75. 

AC 135-5 Maintenance Program Approval 
for Carry-on Oxygen Equipment lor 
Medical Purposes, 8-19-75. 

AC 141-2A Written Tests Prepared, by Pilot 
Schools With Examining Authority Under 
Part 141 of the FAR*, 10-3-75. 

AC 150/5000-3C Address List for Regional 
Airports Divisions and Airport District 
Offices, 12-9-75. 
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AC 150/5050-4 Citizens Participation in 
Airport Planning, 9-26-76. 

AC 160/5340-4C Change 1. 11-14-75. 

AC 160/5340-24 Runway and Taxiway Edge 
Lighting System. 9-3-75. 

AC 150/6345-26A Change 1. 9-11-75. 

AC 150/5345-42A Change 1. 11-14-75. 

AC 150/6345-46 Change 1. 9-9-75. 

AC 210-1A National Notice to Airmen Sys¬ 
tem, 12-10-75. 

ADVISORY CIRCULAR CHECKLIST 
Notice 

Superintendent of Documents catalogue num¬ 
bers and stock numbers have been included to 
aid Superintendent of Documents personnel in 
processing orders. Please use them when order¬ 
ing—along with the title and FAA number. To 
avoid unnecessary delays, do not order single- 
sales material and subscription-sales material 
on the same order form, as orders 8re separated 
for processing by different departments when 
they arrive at Superintendent of Documents. Bo 
sure your name and address appears on each list. 

Notice 

Prices shown are those in effect as of 
January 15, 1976. Prices are subject to 
change without notice and the prices 
that will be charged on your order will 
be those in effect as of the date your or¬ 
der is processed. 

General 

Subject No. 00 

00—1 The Advisory Circular System 
(12—4—62). 

Describes the FAA Advisory Circular 
System. 

OO—2GG Advisory Circular Checklist 
(1—15—76). 

Transmits the revised checklist of cur¬ 
rent FAA advisory circulars and the 
status of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions as of 1-15-76. 

00-6A Aviation Weather (3—3—75). 

Provides an up-to-date and expanded 
text for pilots and other flight operations 
personnel whose interest in meteorology 
is primarily in its application to flying. 
($4.55 GPO.) TD 4.408 :W37/975. SN 050- 
007-00283-1. 

00—7A State and Regional Disaster Air¬ 
lift (SARDA) Planning (6-3-74). 

Provides guidance for the development 
and implementation of State and Re¬ 
gional Disaster Airlift plans governing 
the use of general aviation aircraft dur¬ 
ing national emergencies and natural 
disasters. 

00-17 Turbulence in Clear Air (12—16— 
65). 

Provides information on atmospheric 
turbulence and wind shear, emphasizing 
important points pertaining to the com¬ 
mon causes of turbulence, the hazards 
associated with it, and the conditions 
under which it is most likely to be en¬ 
countered. 

00—21 Shoulder Harness (10—5—66). 

Provides information concerning the 
installation and use of shoulder har¬ 
nesses by pilots in general aviation air¬ 
craft. 

00—24 ThunderHiorrm (6—12—68). 

Contains Information concerning 
flights in or near thunderstorms. 
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00—25 Forming and Operating a Hying 
Club (3—21—69). 

Provides preliminary information that 
will assist anyone or any group of people 
interested in forming and operating a 
flying club ($0.75 GPO.) TD 4.8 :F 67. 
SN 050-007-00065-1. 

00—26 Definitions of “U.S. National Avi¬ 
ation Standards” (1—22—69). 

Informs the aviation community of 
the approval by the PAA Administrator 
of a definition of U.S. National Aviation 
Standards, the need for such standards, 
and their relationship to the Federal 
Aviation Regulations. 

00—28 Communications Interference 
Caused by Sticking Microphone But¬ 
tons (8-6-69). 

Alerts the industry of communications 
interference from undesired radiofre¬ 
quency transmissions. 

00—30 Rules of Thumb for Avoiding or 
Minimizing Encounters with Clear 
Air Turbulence (3—5—70). 

Brings to the attention of pilots and 
other interested personnel, the “Rule of 
Thumb” for avoiding or minimizing en¬ 
counters with clear air turbulence 
(CAT). 

00—31 U.S. National Aviation Standard 
for the VORTAC System (6-10-70). 

Informs the aviation community of the 
establishment and content of the U.S. 
National Aviation Standard for the 
VORTAC (VOR-TACAN-DME) System. 

00-32 Civil Air Patrol und State and Re¬ 
gional Defense Airlift Relationships 
(7-2-70). 

Advises interested persons of the Mem¬ 
orandum of Understanding between CAP 
and FAA, and provides additional guid¬ 
ance to further improve the use of non- 
air carrier aircraft in time of national 
emergency. 

00-33A Nickel-Cadmium Battery Opera¬ 
tional, Maintenance, and Overhaul 
Practices (2-11—73). 

Provides guidelines for more reliable 
nickel-cadmium battery operation 
through proper operational and mainte¬ 
nance practices, and has been reissued to 
include reconditioning information. 

00—31.4 Aircraft Ground Handling and 
Servicing (7-29-74). 

Contains information and guidance 
for the servicing and ground handling of 
aircraft. 

00—35A Emergency Locator Transmit- 
ter*-Operntional and Maintenance 
Practices (9—28—73). 

Provides guidelines relative to the li¬ 
censing. installation, maintenance, and 
testing of emergency locator transmit¬ 
ters (ELT). 

00-33A CII 1 (1-18-74). 

Paragraph 4 of this Advisory Circular 
deals with the interpretation of FAA li¬ 
censing requirements and in some in¬ 
stances has been misunderstood. Be¬ 
cause’ this paragraph is subject to 
misinterpretation and does not concern 


ELT operational or maintenance prac¬ 
tices, it is therefore deleted. 

00—36 Inadvertent Transmission* from 
Emergency Locator Transmitters 
(ELT) (3-15-73). 

Urges pilots and maintenance person¬ 
nel to make sure emergency locator 
transmitters are switched off when air¬ 
craft are parked. 

00—38 Address List for Federal Aviation 
Administration Air Transportation 
Security Divisions, Air Transporta¬ 
tion Security Field Oflice*, and Se¬ 
curity Specialist Post of Duty (8— 
28-73). 

Transmits the address list for all FAA 
Air Transportation Security Divisions, 
Air Transportation Security Field Offices, 
and Security Specialist Posts of Duty. 

00—40 Emergency Locator Transmitter 
Regulations in FAR 91.52(a)(2) 
(10-3-73). 

Discusses the relationship between 
FAR 91.52(a)(2) and Section 601(d) of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (as 
amended) and how that relationship af¬ 
fects those who might wish to petition 
the FAA for an exemption from FAR 
91.52(a)(2). 

00—41A FAA Quality Control System 
Certification Program (11—3—75). 

Describes the FAA Quality Control 
System Certification Program and the 
mechanics of Implementation. It is in¬ 
tended for guidance and information 
only. 

00—41C Status of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (10—28—73). 

Summarizes the current status of the 
conversion program, lists FAR prices, and 
provides ordering instructions for pur¬ 
chasing the regulations. 

00—45 Aviation Weather Services (2— 
26-75). 

Supplements AC 00-6, Aviation Weath¬ 
er, in that it explains the weather serv¬ 
ice in general and the use and interpre¬ 
tation of reports, forecasts, weather 
maps, and prognostic charts in detail. Is 
an excellent source of study for pilot cer¬ 
tification examinations. ($1.95 GPO.) 
TD 4.408 :W37/2. SN 050-007-00259-9. 

00—16 Aviation Safety Reporting Pro¬ 
gram (5—9—75). 

Advises that the FAA will make an 
evaluation study of the National Air 
Transportation System; will provide re¬ 
porting procedures; and invites pilots, 
controllers, and other users of the air¬ 
space system or any other person to re¬ 
port discrepancies or deficiencies noted 
in the system to the FAA. 

00—47 Emergency Locator Transmitters 
(5-21-75). 

Provides information concerning the 
battery replacement requirements of 
FAR 91.52 for ELT's. 

00—18 Announcement and Invitation— 
First Biennial Operations Review 
Conference (10-2—75). 

Announces the convening of the first 
biennial Operations Review Conference 


to be held in Washington, D.C., Dec. 1-5, 
1975. 

Procedural 

Subject No. 10 

11—1A Airspace Rule-Making Proposals 
and Changes to Air Traffic Control 
Procedures (12—21—72). 

Emphasizes the need for the early sub¬ 
mission of proposal involving airspace 
rule-making activity or changes to exist¬ 
ing procedures for the control of air 
traffic. 

11—2 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
Distribution System (12—17—75). 

Provides the public with information 
relative to participation in the FAA 
rulemaking process and explains the 
availability of the Notices. 

Aircraft 

Subject No. 20 

20—3C Status and Availability of Mili¬ 
tary Handbooks and ANC Bulletins 
for Aircraft (6—1—73). 

Announces the status and availability 
of Military Handbooks and ANC Bulle¬ 
tins prepared jointly with FAA, Navy 
and Air Force. 

20-5C Plane Sense ( 1974 ). 

Provides general aviation information 
for the private aircraft owner. 

20—6Y U.S. Civil Aircraft Register (2- 
Volume set) (July 1975). 

Lists all active U.S. civil aircraft by 
registration number. ($24.60 GPO.) TD 
4.18/2:975-2/v. 1. 2. SN 050-007-00292-1. 

20—7M General Aviation Inspection Aid>, 
Summary (Augu>t 1975). 

Provides the aviation community with 
a uniform means for interchanging serv¬ 
ice experience that may improve the dur¬ 
ability and safety of aeronautical prod¬ 
ucts. Of value to mechanics, operators of 
repair stations, and others engaged in 
the inspection, maintenance, and opera¬ 
tion of aircraft in general. $6.60; $8:25 
foreign—Sub. GPO.) TD 4.409:973. 

20—7M Supplement 1 (September 

1973). 

20—7M .Supplement 2 (October 1975). 

20—7M Supplement 3 (November 

1975). 

20-7M Supplement 4 (December 

1975). 

20—7M Supplement 5 (January 1976). 

20—9 Personal Aircraft Inspection Hand¬ 
book (12-2-64). 

Provides a general guide, in simple, 
nontechnical language, for the inspection 
of aircraft. Reprinted 1972. ($1.60 GPO.) 
FAA 5.8/2 :A1 7/2. SN 5011-00001-1. 

20—10 Approved Airplane Flight Man¬ 
ual* for Transport Category Air¬ 
planes (7—30—63). 

Calls attention to the regulatory re¬ 
quirements relating to FAA Approved 
Airplane Flight Manuals. 
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20—13A Siirfacc-Effwl Vehicles (8-28— 
64). 

States FAA policy on surface-effect 
vehicles (vehicles supported by a cushion 
of compressed air). 

20—17B Surplus Aircraft of the Armed 
Forces (10-11-72). 

Sets forth the method of obtaining 
copies of Federal Aviation Regulations 
which might be required for certification 
of surplus military aircraft. 

20— 18A Qualification Testing of Tarbo- 
jet Engine Thrust Reverters (3—16— 
66 ). 

Discusses the requirements for the 
qualification of thrust reversers and sets 
forth an acceptable means of compliance 
with the tests prescribed in Federal Avi¬ 
ation Regulations, Part 33, when run un¬ 
der nonstandard ambient air conditions. 

20—23D Interchange of Service Ex¬ 
perience—Mechanical Difficulties 

(2—12—71), 

Provides information on the voluntary 
exchange service experience data used in 
improving durability and safety of aero¬ 
nautical products. 

20—24A Qualification of Fuels, Lubri¬ 
cants, and Additives (4—1—67). 

Establishes procedures for the approv¬ 
al of the use of subject materials in cer¬ 
tificated aircraft. 

20— 27B Certification and Operation of 
Aniutcur-Built Aircraft (4—20—72). 

Provides information and guidance 
concerning certification and operation of 
amateur-built aircraft, including gliders, 
free balloons, helicopters, and gyro¬ 
planes, and sets forth an acceptable 
means, not the sole means, of compliance 
with FAR Part 21 and FAR Part 91. 

20—28A Nationally Advertised Construc¬ 
tion Kits. Amateur-Built Aircraft 
(12-29-72). 

Advises persons contemplating the use 
of nationally advertised kits for the con¬ 
struction of an aircraft, that certain kits 
when used could render the aircraft in¬ 
eligible for the issuance of an experi¬ 
mental certificate as an amateur-built 
aircraft. 

20—29B Use of Aircraft Fuel Anti-Icing 
additives (1—18—72). 

Provides information on the use of 
anti-icing additives PFA-55MB and Mil¬ 
l-27686 as an acceptable means of com¬ 
pliance with the FARs that require as¬ 
surance of continuous fuel flow under 
conditions where ice may occur in tub- 
bine aircraft fuel systems. 

20—30A Airplane Position Lights and 
Supplementary Lights (4—18—68). 

Provides an acceptable means for com¬ 
plying with the position light require¬ 
ments for airplane airworthiness and ac¬ 
ceptable criteria for the installation of 
supplementary lights on airplanes. 


20—32B Carbon Monoxide (CO) Con¬ 
tamination in Aircraft—Detection 
and Prevention (11-2-1—72 ). 

Provides information on the potential 
dangers of carbon monoxide contamina¬ 
tion from faulty engine exhaust systems 
or cabin heaters of the exhaust gas heat 
exchanger type. 

20—33B Technical Information Regard¬ 
ing Civil Aeronautics Manuals 1, 3, 
4a, 4b, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 13 and 14 (5— 
1-75). 

Advises the public that policy infor¬ 
mation contained in the subject Civil 
Aeronautics Manuals may be used in 
conjunction with specific sections of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations. 

20—34A Prevention of Retractable Land¬ 
ing Gear Failures (4—21—69). 

Provides information and suggested 
procedures to minimize landing acci¬ 
dents involving aircraft having retract¬ 
able landing gear. 

20—35B Tic-Down Sense (4—19—71). 

Provides information of general use 
on aircraft tie-down techniques and 
procedures. 

20—36E Index of Materials, Parts, and 
Appliances Certified Under the Tech¬ 
nical Standard Order Syglem—Julv 
1, 1975 (9-3-75). 

Lists the materials, parts, and appli¬ 
ances for which the Administrator has 
received statements of conformance 
under the Technical Standard Order 
system as of July 1, 1975. Such prod¬ 
ucts are deemed to have met the require¬ 
ments for FAA approval as provided in 
Part 37 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions. 

20—37B Aircraft Metal Propeller Blade 
Failure (9—12—74). 

Provides information and suggested 
procedures to increase service life and 
to minimize blade failures of metal 
propellers. 

20—38A Measurement of Cabin Interior 
Emergency Illumination in Trans¬ 
port Airplanes (2—8—66). 

Outlines acceptable methods, but not 
the only methods, for measuring the 
cabin interior emergency illumination on 
transport airplanes, and provides in¬ 
formation as to suitable measuring In¬ 
struments. 

20—39 Installation Approval of Enter¬ 
tainment Type Television Equipment 
in Aircraft (7-15-65). 

Presents an acceptable method (but 
not the only method) by which com¬ 
pliance may be shown with Federal 
Aviation Regulations 23.1431, FAR 
25.1309(b). FAR 27.1309(b), or FAR 
29.1309(b), as applicable. 

20—40 Placards for Battery-Excited Al¬ 
ternators Installed in Light Aircraft 
(8-11-65). 

Sets forth an acceptable means of 
complying with placarding rules in Fed¬ 


eral Aviation Regulations 23 and 27 with 
respect to battery-excited alternator 
installations. 

23—41 Replacement TSO Radio Equip¬ 
ment in Transport Aircraft (8—30— 

65) . 

Sets forth an acceptable means for 
complying with rules governing transport 
category aircraft installations in cases 
involving the substitution of technical 
standard order radio equipment for func¬ 
tionally similar radio equipment. 

20—42 Hand Fire Extinguishers in 
Transport Category Airplanes and 
Rotorcraft (9—1—65). 

Sets forth acceptable means (but not 
the sole means) of compliance with cer¬ 
tain hand fire extinguisher regulations 
in FAR 25 and FAR 29, and provides 
related general information. 

20—43B Aircraft Fuel Control (6—8—71). 

Alerts the aviation community to the 
potential hazards of inadvertent mixing 
or contamination of turbine and piston 
fuels, and provides recommended fuel 
control and servicing procedures. 

20—44 Glass Fiber Fabric for Aircraft 
Covering (9-3—65). 

Provides a means, but not the sole 
means, for acceptance of glass fiber fab¬ 
ric for external covering of aircraft 
structure. 

20—15 Safety ing of Turnbuckles on Civil 
Aircraft (9—17—65). 

Provides information on tumbuckle 
safetying methods that have been found 
acceptable by the FAA during past air¬ 
craft type certification programs. 

20—46 Suggested Equipment for Gliders 
Operating Under IFR (9—23—65.) 

Provides guidance to glider operators 
on how to equip their gliders for opera¬ 
tion under instrument flight rules 
(IFR), Including flight through clouds. 

20—17 Exterior Colored Band Around 
Exits on Transport Airplanes (2—8— 

66 ) . 

Sets forth an acceptable means, but 
not the only means, of complying with 
the requirement for a 2-inch colored 
band outlining exits required to be open- 
able from the outside on transport air¬ 
planes. 

20—18 Practice Guide for Decontaminat¬ 
ing Aircraft (5—5—66). 

The title is self-explanatory. 

20—51 Procedures for Obtaining FAA 
Approval of Major Alterations to 
Type Certificated Products (4-12- 
67). 

Provides assistance to persons who de¬ 
sire to obtain FAA approval of major 
alterations to type certificate products. 

20—52 Maintenance Inspection Notes for 
Douglas DC—6/7 Series Aircraft 
(8-24—67). (Consolidated Reprint— 
January 1974, includes Change 1.) 

Describes maintenance Inspection 
notes which can be used for the mainte- 
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nance support of certain structural parts 
of DC-6 6/7 series aircraft, 

20—33 Protection of Aircraft Fuel Sys¬ 
tem Against Lightning (10-6—67). 

Sets forth acceptable means, not the 
sole means, by which compliance may be 
shown with fuel system lightning protec¬ 
tion airworthiness regulations. 

20—34- Hazards i>f Radium-Activated Lu¬ 
minous Compound* Liard on Aircraft 
Instrument* (10—24—67). 

Provides information concerning 
health hazards associated with the re¬ 
pair and maintenance of instruments 
containing luminous markings activated 
with radium-226 or radium-228 (meso- 
thorium). 

20—33 Turbine Engine Overhaul Stand¬ 
ard Practices Manual—Maintenance 
of Fluorescent Penetrant Inspection 
Equipment (1—22—68). 

Advises operators of the necessity for 
periodic checking of black light lamps 
and filters used during fluorescent pene¬ 
trant inspection of engine parts. 

20—36A Marking of TSO-C72h Individ¬ 
ual Flotation Devices (4—1—75). 

Outlines acceptable methods for mark¬ 
ing individual flotation devices which 
also serve as seat cushions. 

20—37A Automatic founding Systems 
(ALS) (1-12-71). 

Sets forth an acceptable means of com¬ 
pliance. but not the only means, for the 
installation approval of automatic land¬ 
ing systems in transport category aircraft 
which may be used initially in Category 
n operations. Approval of these aircraft 
for use under such conditions will permit 
the accumulation of data for systems 
which may be approved for Category Ilia 
in the future. 

20—39 Maintenance Inspection Note* for 
Convair 240, 340/440, 240T, and 
340T Series Aircraft (2-19-68). 

Describes maintenance inspection notes 
which can be used for the maintenance 
support of certain structural parts of 
Convair 240, 340/440, 240T. and 340T 
series aircraft. 

20-39 C.H 1 (8-21-72). 

Provides additional material for Con¬ 
vair Models 240 and 600/240D; Models 
340/440 and 640/340D/440D series air¬ 
craft Maintenance inspection programs. 

20—60 Accessibility to Excess Emergency 
Exits (7—18—68). 

Sets fo-th acceptable means of com¬ 
pliance with the “readily accessible" pro¬ 
visions in the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions dealing with excess emergency 
exits. 

20—6211 Eligibility, Quality, and Identi¬ 
fication of Approved Aeronautical 
Replacement Parts (9—13—74). 

Provides information relative to the 
determination of the eligibility of aero¬ 
nautical parts and materials for installa¬ 
tion on certificated aircraft. 


20—63 Airlmrne Automatic Direction 
Finder Installations (Low and Me¬ 
dium Frequency) (7—7—69). 

Sets l’orth one means, but not the only 
means, of demonstrating compliance with 
the airworthiness rules governing the 
functioning of airborne automatic direc¬ 
tion finders. It does not pertain to in¬ 
stallations previously approved. 

20—64 Maintenance Inspection Notes for 
Lockheed L—188 Scries Aircraft 
(8-1-69). 

Describes maintenance inspection notes 
which can be used for the maintenance 
support of certain structural parts of 
Lockheed L-188 series aircraft. 

20-64 CH 1 (10-26-73). 

20—65 U.S. Airworthiness Certificates 
and Authorizations for Operation 
of Domestic and Foreign Aircraft 
(8—11—69). 

Provides general information and 
guidance concerning issuance of air¬ 
worthiness certificates for U.S. registered 
aircraft, and issuance of special flight 
authorizations for operation in the 
United States of foreign aircraft not hav¬ 
ing standard airworthiness certificates 
issued by the country of registry. 

20—66 Vibration Evaluation of Aircraft 
Propellers (1-29-70). 

Outlines acceptable means, but not the 
sole means, for showing compliance with 
the requirements of the FARs concern¬ 
ing propeller vibration. 

20—67A Airborne VIIF Communication 
System Installations (10—17—72). 

Sets forth one means, but not the only 
means of demonstrating compliance with 
the airworthiness rules governing the 
functioning of airborne VHP communi¬ 
cation systems. 

20—68A Recommended Radiation Safety 
Precautions for Airborne \Teatbcr 
Radar (4-11-75). 

Sets forth recommended radiation 
safety precautions for ground operation 
of airborne weather radar. 

20—69 Conspieuity cf Aircraft Instru¬ 
ment Malfunction Indicators (5—11— 

70) . 

Provides design guidance information 
on methods of improving conspieuity of 
malfunction indication devices. 

20—71 Dual Locking Devices on Fasten¬ 
ers (12-8-70). 

Provides guidance and acceptable 
means, not the sole means, by which 
compliance may be shown with the re¬ 
quirements for dual locking devices on 
removable fasteners installed in rotor- 
craft and transport category airplanes. 

20—72 Restricted Category Helicopter 
Maximum Weight Increases (3—11— 

71) . 

Provides assistance to persons who de¬ 
sire to obtain FAA approval of over¬ 
maximum certificated takeoff weight 
condition for restricted category heli¬ 
copter operations. 


23—73 Aircraft Ice Protection (4—2! - 
71). 

Provides information relating to the 
substantiation of ice protection systems 
on aircraft. 

20—74 Aircraft Portion and Anticolli¬ 
sion Light Measurements (7—29—71). 

Contains useful information concern¬ 
ing measurements for Intensity, covering, 
and color of aircraft position and anti¬ 
collision lights. 

£0—76 Maintenance Inspection Notes for 
Boeing R—707/720 Series Aircraft 
(10-21-71). 

Provides maintenance inspection notes 
which can be used for the maintenance 
support program for certain structural 
parts of the B-707/720 series aircraft. 

20—77 Use of Manufacturers’ Mainte¬ 
nance Manuals (3—22—72). 

Informs owners and operators about 
the usefulness of manufacturers’ main- 
ing, and maintaining aircraft, engines, 
tenance manuals for servicing, repair- 
and propellers. 

20—78 Maintenance Inspection Notes for 
McDonnell Douglas DC—8 Series Air¬ 
craft (7-11-72). 

Provides maintenance inspection notes 
which can be used for the maintenance 
support program for certain structural 
parts of the DC-8 series aircraft. 

20—81 Accidental or Unauthorized Acti¬ 
vation of Emergency locator Trans¬ 
mitters (ELT) (10-10-72). 

Alerts the general aviation community 
to the harmful effects of accidental or 
unauthorized activation of emergency 
locator transmitters. 

20—82 Maintenance Inspection Notes for 
Fairchild Ilillcr E-27/I H-227 Series 
Aircraft (12—5—72). 

Provides maintenance inspection notes 
which can be used for the maintenance 
support program for certain structural 
parts of Fairchild Hiller F-27/FH-227 
series aircraft. 

20-82 CH 1 (7-12-73). 

Provides additional material for sub¬ 
ject advisory circular. 

20—83 Maintenance Inspection Notes for 
Hoeing B—737 Series Aircraft (1 — 
17-73). 

Provides maintenance inspection notes 
which can be used for the maintenance 
support program for certain structural 
parts of the B-737 series aircraft. 

20-83 CH 1 (8-8-74). 

Provides updating of material for the 
B-737 series aircraft maintenance in¬ 
spection program. Inspection of selected 
areas of the wing, fuselage, empennage 
and landing gear of B-737 series aircraft 
are presented supplementing Information 
currently In AC 20-83. 

20-83 CH 2 (1-31-75). 
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20-81 Maintcnmcc Inspection Note* for 
Boeing B—727 Series Airrraft ( l- 
22-73). 

Provides inspection notes which can 
be used for the maintenance support pro¬ 
gram for certain structural parts of the 
B-727 series aircraft. 

20-81 CII 1 (8-8-71). 

Updates material for the B-727 series 
aircraft maintenance Inspection pro¬ 
gram. Inspection of selected areas of the 
wing, fuselage, empennage and landing 
gear of the B-727 series aircraft are 
presented supplementing information 
currently available in AC 20-84. 

20-81 CH2 (1-31-75). 

20—85 Emergency Locator Transmitter* 
and Receiver* (3—16—73). 

Provides information concerning the 
design, installation, and utilization of 
emergency locator transmitters. 

20—86 Aviation Education through 
Building an Airplane (5-11—73). 

Provides information to high schools 
about the available assistance, resources, 
methods, and opportunities for attain¬ 
ing basic educational goals by building 
an airplane. 

20—87 Airborne Homing and Alerting 
Equipment for use with Emergency 
Locator Transmitter* (5—7—23). 

Sets forth the availability of recom¬ 
mended basic characteristics for air¬ 
borne homing and alerting equipment 
for use with emergency locator trans¬ 
mitters <ELT). 

20—88 Guideline* on the Marking of 
Power-Plant Instrument* (12—11— 
73). 

Provides guidelines on the marking of 
aircraft powerplant instruments. 

20-89 Communication Interference 
Caused by Unintentional Radio 
Transmissions (3—22—71). 

Alerts the aviation community to the 
potential hazards created by uninten¬ 
tional radio transmissions from air¬ 
borne. mobile, and ground based radio 
transmitters and gives guidance on al¬ 
leviating ensuing hazards. 

20—90A Address List for Engineering 
and Manufacturing District Offices 
(3—5—7o) • 

Transmits the address list for all En¬ 
gineering and Manufacturing District 
Offices. 

20— 91 Lithium Butteries Used in Emer¬ 

gency locator Transmitters (1—11— 
75). 

Warns of potential hazards associated 
with accidental release of sulfur-dioxide 
gas from lithium-sulfur batteries. 

21- 1A Production Certificates (7—9— 

71). 

Provides information concerning Sub¬ 
part G of Federal Aviation Regulations 
(FAR) Part 21, and sets forth ac¬ 
ceptable means of compliance with its 
requirements. 


21—2B Export Airworthiness Approval 
Procedures (10—2—69). 

Announces the adoption of new regu¬ 
lations and provides guidance to the pub¬ 
lic regarding the issuance of export air¬ 
worthiness approvals for aeronautical 
products to be exported from the United 
States. 

21-2B CH 1 (11-13-70). 

21-2B CH 2 (2-8-71). 

21—3 Basic Glider Criteria Handbook 
(1962). 

Provides individual glider designers, 
the gilder industry, and glider operating 
organizations with guidance material 
that augments the glider airworthiness 
certification requirements of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations. Reprinted 1973. 
($2.05 GPO.) FAA 5.8/2:G49/962. SN 
050-011-00004-6. 

21—IB Speciul Flight Permits for Oper¬ 
ation of Overweight Aircraft (7—30— 

69) . 

Furnishes guidance concerning special 
flight permits necessary to operate an 
aircraft in excess of its usual maximum 
certificated takeoff weight. 

21—5C Summary of Supplemental Type 
Certificates (Announcement of Avail¬ 
ability) (1-19-73). 

Announces the availability to the pub¬ 
lic of the new price of the Summary of 
Supplemental Type Certificates (SSTC), 
dated January 1971. 

21—6 Production Under Type Certificate 
Only (5-26-67). 

Provides information concerning Sub¬ 
part F of FAR Part 21, and sets forth 
examples, when necessary, of acceptable 
means of compliance with its require¬ 
ments. 

21—7A Certification and Approval of 
Import Product* (11—24—69). 

Provides guidance and information 
relative to U.S. certification and ap¬ 
proval of import aircraft, aircraft en¬ 
gines and propellers that are manufac¬ 
tured in a foreign country with which 
the United States has an agreement for 
the acceptance of those products for ex¬ 
port and import. 

21—8 Aircraft Airworthiness; Restricted 
Category: Cert ideation of Airrraft 
With Uncertificatcd or Altered En¬ 
gines or Propellers (5—21—69). 

Sets forth acceptable means of sub¬ 
stantiating that uncertificated or altered 
engines and propellers have no unsafe 
features for type certification of air¬ 
craft in the restricted category. 

21—9 Manufacturers Reporting Failures, 
Malfunctions, or Defects (12—30— 

70) . 

Provides information to assist manu¬ 
facturers of aeronautical products (air¬ 
craft, aircraft engines, propellers, appli¬ 
ances, and parts) in notifying the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration of certain 
failures, malfunctions, or defects, re¬ 


sulting from design or quality control 
problems, in the products which they 
manufacture. 

21—10 Flight Recorder Underwater Lo¬ 
cating Device (5—20—71). 

Provides one acceptable means <not 
the only means) of showing compliance 
with the underwater locating device re¬ 
quirements of FAR 25.1459 and FAR 
121.343. 

21—11 Quality Assurance Systems Anal¬ 
ysis Review (QASAR) Program 
Manufacturers/Suppliers (5-26- 
72). 

Explains the objectives and concept of 
the FAA's subject program. 

21—12 Application for U.S. Airworthi¬ 
ness Certificate, FAA Form 8130—6 
(OMR 04—R0058) (1-17-73). 

Provides instructions on the prepara¬ 
tion and submittal of subject form. 

21—13 Standard Airworthiness Certifica¬ 
tion of Surplus Military Aircraft and 
Aircraft Built from Spare and Sur¬ 
plus Parts (4-5-73). 

Provides guidance and instructions on 
establishing eligibility and submitting 
application for civil airworthiness cer¬ 
tification of surplus military aircraft and 
aircraft assembled from spare and sur¬ 
plus parts, under FAR 21.183(d) when 
an FAA Type Certificate has been issued 
under FAR 21.21 or FAR 21.27, 

21—14 The Role of Simulation in the 
Aircraft Certification Process (6— 
12-75). 

Informs the aviation industry that the 
FAA intends to conduct an exploratory 
program to determine the degree to 
which simulation can support the air¬ 
craft certification process. 

21.25-1 Use of Restricted Category Air* 
planes for Glider Towing (4—20—65). 

Announces that glider towing is now 
considered to be a special purpose for 
type and airworthiness certification in 
the restricted category. 

21.303—1A Certification Procedures for 
Products and Parts (8—10—72). 

Provides information concerning sec¬ 
tion 21.303 of Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions, Part 21, and to set forth examples, 
as necessary, of acceptable means of 
compliance with its requirements. 

23.1329—1 Automatic Pilot Systems Ap- 
proval (Non-Transport) (12—23— 
65). 

Sets forth an acceptable means by 
which compliance with the automatic 
pilot installation requirements of FAR 
23.1329 may be shown. 

25—2 Extrapolation of 1 Takeoff and 
Landing Distance Data Over a Range 
of Altitude for Turbine-Powered 
Transport Aircraft (7—9-6*1). 

Sets forth acceptable means by which 
compliance may be shown with the re¬ 
quirements in CAR 4b and SR-422B. 
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25—1 Inertial Navigation Systems (INS) 
(2-18-66). 

Sets forth an acceptable means for 
complying with rules governing the in¬ 
stallation of inertial navigation systems 
in transport category aircraft. 

25—5 Installation Approval on Transport 
(Category Airplanes of Cargo Unit 
I.oml Devices Approved as Meeting 
the Criteria in NAS 3610 (6-3-70). 

Sets forth an acceptable means, but 
not the sole means, of complying with 
the requirements of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (FAR’s) applicable, to the 
Installation on transport category air¬ 
planes of cargo unit load devices ap¬ 
proved as meeting the criteria in NAS 
3610. 

25—6 Ground Proximity Warning Sys¬ 
tems (GPWS) (12—31—74). 

Outlines acceptable ground proximity 
warning system performance. System 
performance, other than that described, 
may also be acceptable w r hen adequately 
substantiated. 

25.253— 1 High-Speed Characteristics 
(11-24-65). 

Sets forth an acceptable means by 
which compliance may be shown with 
FAR 25.253 during certification flight 
tests. 

25.253- 1 CH 1 (1-10-66). 

Provides amended information for the 
basic advisory circular. 

25.981—1A Guideline* for Substantiat¬ 
ing Compliance With the Fuel Tank 
Temperature Requirements (1—20— 
71). 

Sets forth some general guidelines for 
substantiating complianc with fuel tank 
temperature airworthiness standards, 
section 25.981. 

25.1329—1A Automatic Pilot System Ap¬ 
proval (7—8—68). 

Sets forth an acceptable means by 
which compliance with the automatic 
pilot Installation requirements of FAR 
25.1329 may be shown. 

25.1457—1A Cockpit Voice Recorder In¬ 
stallations (11—3—69). 

Sets forth one acceptable means of 
compliance with provisions of FAR 
25.1457 (b), (e), and (f) pertaining to 
area microphones, cockpit voice recorder 
location, and erasure features. 

29—1 Approval Basis for Automatic Sta¬ 
bilization Equipment (ASE) Instal¬ 
lations in Rotorcraft (12-26-63). 

Gives means for compliance with flight 
requirements in various CAR’s. 

29-1 CH 1 (3-26-64). 

Transmits revised information about 
the time delay of automatic stabilization 
equipment. 

29.773-1 Pilot Compartment View (1- 
19-66). 

Sets forth acceptable means, not the 
sole means, by which compliance with 
FAR 29.773(a) (1), may be shown. 


33—IB Turbine-Engine Foreign Object 
Ingestion and Rotor Blade Contain¬ 
ment Type Certification Procedures 
(4-22-70). 

Provides guidance and acceptable 
means, not the sole means, by which 
compliance may be shown with the de¬ 
sign and construction requirements, 
of Part 33 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations. 

33—2A Aircraft Engine Type Certifica¬ 
tion Handbook (6—5—72). 

Contains guidance relating to type cer¬ 
tification of aircraft engines which will 
constitute acceptable means, although 
not the sole means, of compliance with 
the Federal Aviation Regulations. 

33—3 Turbine and Compressor Rotors 
Type Certifi cation Substantiation 

Procedures ( 9—9—68 ). 

Sets forth guidance and acceptable 
means, not the sole means, by which 
compliance may be shown with the tur¬ 
bine and compressor rotor substantiation 
requirements in FAR Part 33. 

36— 1A Certificated Airplane Noise Lev¬ 

els (7-21-75). 

Provides noise level data for airplanes 
certificated under FAR Part 36 since its 
publication on Nov. 18,1969. 

37— 2A Test Procedures for Maximum 

Allowable Airspeed Indicators (10— 
22-74). 

Provides guidance concerning test 
procedures which may be used in show¬ 
ing compliance with the standards in 
FAR 37.145 (TSO-C46a). 

37—3A Radio Technical Commission for 
Aeronautics Document DO—160 (3— 
20-75). 

This circular announces RTCA Docu¬ 
ment DO-160 and discusses how it may 
be used in connection with technical 
standard order authorizations. 

39—1A Jig Fixtures; Replacement of 
Whig Attach Angles and Doublers on 
Douglas Model DC—3 Series Aircraft 
Airworthiness Directive 66—18—2 (3— 
5-70). 

Describes methods of determining that 
jig fixtures used in the replacement of 
the subject attached angles and doublers 
meet the requirements of Airworthiness 
Directive 66-18-2. 

39—6D Summary of Airworthiness Di¬ 
rectives (2—11—74). 

Announces the availability of Sum¬ 
mary of Airworthiness Directives dated 
January 1, 1974 from the FAA in Okla¬ 
homa City and how to obtain them. 

43-1 Matching VHF Navigation Receiver 
Outputs With Display Indicators (8— 
2-65). 

Alerts industry to the possibility of 
mismatching outputs, both guidance and 
flag alarm, of certain VHF navigation 
receivers when used with some types of 
display indicators causing the receiver 
to fall without providing a flag alarm. 


43—2A Minimum Barometry for Calibra¬ 
tion and Test of Atmospheric Pres¬ 
sure Instruments (8—22—74). 

Sets forth guidance material which 
may be used to determine the adequacy 
of barometers used in the calibration of 
aircraft static instruments and presents 
information concerning the general op¬ 
eration. calibration, and maintenance of 
such barometers. 

43—3 Nondestructive Testing in Aircraft 
(5-11-73). 

Reviews the basic principles underly¬ 
ing nondestructive testing. ($0.75 GPO.) 
TD 4.8:T28/973. SN 5007-00208. 

43—4 Corrosion Gontrol for Aircraft (5— 
15-73). 

Summarizes current available data re¬ 
garding identification and treatment of 
corrosive attack on aircraft structure 
and engine materials. 

43-1 CH 1 (3-1-74). 

Provides additional Information on 
identification and treatment of corro¬ 
sion attack on aircraft structures. Adds 
a new Chapter 14—Corrosion control of 
aircraft used in agricultural cropdusting 
operations. 

43-4 CH 2 (10-8-74). 

Clarifies the discussion on the removal 
of corrosion and treatment of corroded 
areas. 

43—5 Airworthiness Directives for Gen¬ 
eral Aviation Aircraft (8—13—74). 

Points areas of misunderstanding re¬ 
garding: (1) Aircraft owners and op¬ 
erators’ responsibility for complying 
with AD’s; (2) maintenance personnel 
responsibilities with regards to perform¬ 
ance of AD’s; and (3) maintenance rec¬ 
ords entries for AD’s required by FAR 
91.173(a) (2) (v) and FAR 43.9. 

43—6 Automatic Pressure Altitude En¬ 
coding Systems and Transponder 
Maintenance and Inspection Prac¬ 
tices (9-19-74). 

Provides information on the Installa¬ 
tion of encoding altimeters based upon 
recently acquired operating experience 
and on the maintenance of ATC trans¬ 
ponders. 

43—7 Ultrasonic Testing for Aircraft (9— 
24-74). 

Describes methods used in ultrasonic 
nondestructive testing, discusses the 
many advantages, and points out the 
simplicity of the tests. Contains many il¬ 
lustrations. <$1 GPO.) TD 4.402:UL 8. 8N 
050-007-00282-3. 

13—8 Maintaining Hot Air Balloons in 
an Airworthy Condition (1—2—75). 

Contains information designed to as¬ 
sist balloon owners and operators in 
maintaining hot air balloons in an air¬ 
worthy condition. Advises how the main¬ 
tenance rules of FAR Part 43 apply. 

AC 43—9 Maintenance Record*: General 
Aviation Aircraft (2—19—75). 

Provides information to assist mainte¬ 
nance personnel in fulfilling their re¬ 
sponsibility under FAR Section 43.9. 
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43.9—1C Instruction for Completion of 
FA A Form 337 (12-20-73). 

Provides instructions for completing 
revised PAA Form 337, Major Repair and 
Alteration (Airframe, Powerplant, Pro¬ 
peller, or Appliance). 

43.13—1A Acceptable Methods, Tech¬ 
niques and Practices—Aircraft In¬ 
spection and Repair (4—17—72). 

Contains methods, techniques, and 
practices acceptable to the Administra¬ 
tor for inspection and repair to civil air¬ 
craft. Published in 1973. ($3.70—GPO.) 
'ID 4.28/2:972. SN 050-011-00058-5. 

43.13—1A CHG 1 (5-12-75). 

Transmits new and revised material 
for basic advisory circular. ($0.65— 
GPO.) TD 4.28/2:973/Ch. X. SN 050- 
007-00294-7. 

•13.13—2 Acceptable Methods, Tech¬ 
niques, and Practices—Aircraft Al¬ 
terations (4—19—66). 

Contains methods, techniques, and 
practices acceptable to the Administra¬ 
tor in altering civil aircraft. Published 
in 1965. ($3.60-$4.50 foreign Sub.— 

GPO.) TD 4.28:973. 

Subscription now includes: Changes 1 
thru 14 Consolidated Reprint in 1973, 
Change 15 dated 1-15-74, and Change 16 
dated 8-12-74. 

43-202 Maintenance of Weather Radar 
Radomes (6—11—65). 

Provides guidance material useful to 
repair facilities in the maintenance of 
weather radar radomes. 

43—203A Altimeter and Static System 
Tests and Inspections (6—6—67). 

Specifies acceptable methods for test¬ 
ing altimeter and static system. Also, 
provides general information on test 
equipment used and precautions to be 

taken. 

45-2 Identification and Registration 
Marking (7-7-72). 

Provides guidance and information 
concerning the identification and mark¬ 
ing requirements of Federal Aviation 
Regulations (FAR) Parts 21 and 45, and 
where considered helpful, to provide an 
acceptable means, but not the sole means, 
of compliance with the regulations. 

47— 1A Aircraft Registration, Eligibility, 
Identification and Activity Report 
(6-7-73). 

Advises owners and operators of U.S. 
civil aircraft of requirement for annual 
‘Submission of current information re¬ 
lated to aircraft registration eligibility, 
requests similar submission of informa¬ 
tion related to identification and activity 
of aircraft; and to call attention to the 
availability of the reporting form to be 
used. 

Airmen 

Subject No. 60 

60—2M Annual Aviation Mechanic 
Safety Awards Program (2-6-75). 

Provides the details of the annual 
Aviation Mechanic Safety Awards Pro¬ 
gram. 


60—4 Pilot’s Spatial Disorientation (2— 
£-65). 

Acquaints pilots flying under visual 
flight rules with the hazards of disorien¬ 
tation caused by the loss of reference 
with the natural horizon. 

60—6 FAA Approved Airplane Flight 
Mannals, Placards, Listings, Instru¬ 
ment Markings—Small Airplanes 
(12-13-68). 

Alerts pilots to the regulatory require¬ 
ments relating to the subject and pro¬ 
vides information to aid pilots to comply 
with the provisions of FAR section 91.31. 

60—7 Statement of Additional Instruc¬ 
tion for Retest (1—27—72). 

Announces a new procedure for the 
use of a computer printed “statement of 
Additional Instruction’' on each Airman 
Written Test Report that has an unsat¬ 
isfactory grade for any section. It ex¬ 
plains the statement and strongly rec¬ 
ommends its use. 

60—9 Induction Icing—Pilot Precautions 
and Procedures (2—28—73). 

Provides the pilot with information on 
the causes and results of induction icing 
in reciprocating aircraft engines, and 
the precautions he should take to reduce 
the likelihood of icing, and the means 
available to him in controlling icing 
when it is encountered. 

60-10 Recommended Safety Parameters 
for Operation of Ilang Gliders (5— 
16-74). 

Suggests safety parameters for the op¬ 
eration of “hang gliders” and to present 
the current FAA intent with respect to 
the regulation and operation of those 
vehicles. 

60—11 Aids Authorized for Use by Air¬ 
man Written Test Applicants (8— 
27-74). 


flight tests. Reprinted in 1972. ($0.55 
GPO.) TD 4.408:M 91/971. SN 050-011- 
00050-0. 

61—5A Helicopter Pilot Written Test 
Guide—Private—Commercial (8— 

14-67). 

Gives guidance to applicants prepar¬ 
ing for the aeronautical knowledge re¬ 
quirements for a private or commercial 
pilot certificate with a helicopter rating. 

61—8C—Instrument Rating (Airplune) 
Written Test Guide (5—31—72). 

Reflects the current operating proce¬ 
dures and techniques in a background 
setting appropriate for applicants pre¬ 
paring for the subject test. ($1.45 GPO.) 
TD 4.8:In 7/4/972. SN 050-007-00183-5. 

61—9B Pilot Transition Courses for 
Complex Single-Engine and Light, 
Twin-engine Airplanes (1—15—74). 

A guide to the procedures and stand¬ 
ards to be followed for a thorough and 
comprehensive checkout in modern sin¬ 
gle- and twin-engine aircraft. ($0.45 
GPO.) TD 4.8:P 64/6/974. SN 050-007- 
00226-2. 

61—10A Private and Commercial Pilots 
Refresher Courses (9—27—72). 

Provides a syllabus of study require¬ 
ments and describes the areas of train¬ 
ing that should be emphasized. ($0.55 
GPO.) TD 4.408:P64/6. SN 050-011- 
00060-5. 

61—11B Airplane Flight Instructor Writ¬ 
ten Test Guide (9—12—72). 

Provides information to prospective 
airplane flight instructors about certifi¬ 
cation requirements, application proce¬ 
dures. and reference study materials; a 
sample examination is presented with 
explanations of the correct answers. 
($0.95 GPO.) TD 4.408:In 7/972. SN 
050-011-00001-5. 


Clarifies FAA policy concerning aids 
that applicants may use when taking 
airman written tests. 

61—ID Aircraft Type Ratings (5—15— 
72). 

Provides designators adopted by the 
Federal Aviation Administration for air¬ 
craft type ratings issued with pilot 
certificates. 

61—2A Private Pilot (Airplane) Flight 
Training Guide (9—1—64). 

Contains a complete private pilot flight 
training syllabus which consists of 30 
lessons. Reprinted in 1972. ($2.60 GPO.) 
FAA 5.8/2:P 64/4/964. SN 050-011-0007- 
1 . 


61—3B Flight Test Guide—Private Pi¬ 
lot—Airplane—Single Engine (1—2— 
68 ). 

Assists the private pilot applicant In 
preparing for his certification flight test. 
Reprinted in 1969. ($0.55 GPO.) TD 
4.408:P 64/2. SN 050-011-00035-6. 


61—4C Multiengine Airplane Glass or 
Type Rating—Flight Test Guide (2— 
1-71). 


Assists the private pilot applicant in 
preparing for certification or rating 


61-12G Student Pilot Guide (4-24-75). 

Provides guidance for student pilots 
and those already in primary flight 
training. Updated to include require¬ 
ments covered in the revised Part 61. 
($0.65 GPO.) TD 4.8:P64/3/975. SN 
050-007-00298-0. 

61—13A Basic Helicopter Handbook ( I— 
5-73). 

Provides detailed information to ap¬ 
plicants preparing for private, commer¬ 
cial, and flight instructor pilot certifi¬ 
cates with a helicopter rating about heli¬ 
copter aerodynamics, performance, and 
flight maneuvers. It will also be useful 
to certificated helicopter flight instruc¬ 
tors as an aid in training students. ($1.90 
GPO.) TD 4.408:H 36/2. SN 050-011- 
00064-6. 

61—14A Flight Instructor Practical Test 
Guide (10-23-69). 

Provides assistance to the certificated 
pilot in preparing for the practical dem¬ 
onstration required for the issuance of 
the flight instructor certificate. Re¬ 
printed in 1976. ($1.00 GPO.) TD 4.408: 
In 7/4. SN 050-011-00032-1. 
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61—16.A Flight Infractor* Handbook 
(10-11-69). 

Gives guidance and information to 
pilots preparing to apply for flight In¬ 
structor c.J* * u 2 ns a 

reference by flight instructors. ($2 GPO.) 
Reprinted in 19.2. TiJ 4.4G8:In 7/3. SN 
050-011-00031-3. 

61—1711 Flight To: I Guide—Instrument 
Pilot Airplane (1-12—72). 

Provides assistance for the instrument 
pilot applicant in preparing for his in¬ 
strument rating flight test. Reprinted in 
1973. ($0.40 G. O.) TD 4/:08:In 7/2/972. 
SN 050-011-00055-1. 

61 — lllll Airline Transport Pilot (Air¬ 
plane) Written TchI Guide (2—11— 
75). 

Reflects current operating procedures 
and techniques in a background setting 
appropriate for applicants preparing for 
the Airline Transport Pilot (Airplane) 
Written Test. ($2.05 GPO.) TD 4.8:P64/ 
5/975. SN 050-007-00301-3. 

61—19 Safely Hazard Associated With 
Simulated Instrument Flights (12— 
4-64). 

Emphasizes the need for care in the 
use of any device restricting visibility 
while conducting simulated instrument 
flights that may also restrict the view of 
the safety pilot. 

61—21 Flight Training Hand hook (1— 
11 - 66 ). 

Provide information and direction in 
the introduction and performance of 
training maneuvers for student pilots, 
pilots requalifying or preparing for ad¬ 
ditional ratings, and flight instructors. 
Reprinted in 1959. ($2.10 GPO.) FAA 
1.8:F 64/4. SN C 50-037-0008-1. 

61— 23A Pilot's Handbook of Aeronau¬ 
tical Knowledge (7—10—70). 

Contains essential, authoritative in¬ 
formation used in training and guiding 
applicants for private pilot certification, 
flight instructors, and flying school 
staffs. ($5.30 GPO.) TD 1.408:P 64/5. SN 
050-011-00051-8. 

61—25 Flight TchI Guide'-Helicopter 

Private and Gonuncreiul Pilot (12— 
7-65). 

Assists the helicopter pilot applicant In 
preparing for the certification flight 
tests; provides information concerning 
applicable procedures and standards. 
Published in 1905. ($0.35 GPO.) FAA 
1.8:H 36/2. SN 050-007-90010-3. 

61—2711 Instrument Flying Hnndlmok 
(9-22-70). 

Provides the pilot with basic informa¬ 
tion needed to acquire an FAA instru¬ 
ment rating. It Is designed for the reader 
who holds at least a private pilot certifi¬ 
cate and is knowledgeable in all areas 
covered in the “Pilot’s Handbook of Aero¬ 
nautical Knowledge.” ($3.35 GPO.) TD 
4.8:In 7/2/971. SN 053-007-00067-7. 

61—28A Commercial Pilot Written Test 
Guide (4—28—70). 

Reflects current operating procedures 
and techniques for the use of applicants 


In preparing for the Commercial Pilot- 
Airplane Written Test. ($2.00 GPO.) TD 
4.408 :P 64/4. SN 050-011-00053-4. 

61— 29 A Instrument Flight Instructor 
Written Test Guide (10—16—70). 

Reflects current operating procedures, 
regulations, and techniques for the use 
of applicants in rre annj for the Flight 
Instructor Instrument Written Test 
($1.00 GPO.) TD 4.8:In 7/5. SN 050-007- 
00165-7. 

61— 30A Flight Test Guide—Gyroplane, 
Private and Commercial (3—23—72). 

Assist the commercial and private pilot 
applicant in preparing for his gyroplane 
test ($0.75 GPO.» TD 4.408:G99. SN 050- 
011-00059-3. 

61—31A Gyroplane Pilot Written Test 
Guide, Private and Commercial (6— 
9-72 ). 

Provides guidance and assistance to 
applicants who are preparing for the Pri¬ 
vate or Commercial Pilot Gyroplane 
Written Test. Covers the basic aero¬ 
nautical knowledge that the prospective 
gyroplane pilot must know. 

61—32A Private Pilot Written lest Guide 
(12-1-71). 

Provides information, guidelines, and 
sample test items to assist applicants for 
the Private Pilot Certificate in attaining 
necessary aeronautical knowledge ($2.50 
GPO.) TD 4.408:P 64/971. SN 050-011- 
00056-9. 

61—33 Gyroplane Flight Instructor Ex¬ 
amination Guide (3—25—66). 

Assists applicants who are preparing 
for the Flight Instructor Rotorcraft 
Gyroplane Written Examination. Re¬ 
vised in 1966. 

61— 3 IB Federal Aviation Regulations 
Written Test Guide for Private, Com¬ 
mercial and Militury Pilots (2—10— 
75). 

Outlines the scope of the basic knowl¬ 
edge required of civilian or military pilots 
who are studying FARs as they pertain 
to the Regulations terminology; to the 
certification of private and commercial 
pilots; to the operation of aircraft in the 
national airspace; and to the require¬ 
ments of the National Transportation 
Safety Board. For use as a guide in 
preparing for the FAR Written Test. 
($0.70 GPO.) TD 4.8:P64/975. SN 050- 
007-00288-2. 

61—38 Rotorcraft Helicopter Written 
Test Guide (8—16—67). 

Gives guidance to applicants prepar¬ 
ing for the aeronautical knowledge re¬ 
quirement for a flight instructor certifi¬ 
cate with a helicopter rating. 

61—39A Flight Test Guide, Private and 
Commercial Pilot—Glider (10—19— 
72). 

Assists applicants for private and com¬ 
mercial pilot flight tests in gliders. 

61—41A Glider Flight Instructor Written 
Test Guide (1-12-72). 

Provides information, guidelines, and 
sample test Items, to assist applicants 
for the Glider Flight Instructor rating 


in attaining necessary aeronautical 
knowledge. 

61—42A Airline Transport Pilot (Heli¬ 
copter) Written Test Guide (1—20— 
72). 

Describes the type and scope of re¬ 
quired aeronautical knowledge covered 
in the written tests, lists reference mate¬ 
rials available from GPO bookstores, and 
presents sample test !• enrs with answers 
and explanations. ($0.70 GPO). TD 
4.408:H 36/972. SN 050-011-93057-7. 

61—13A Glider Pilot Written Test 
Guide—Private anil Commercial (1— 
12-72). 

Provides information, guidelines, and 
sample test items, to assist applicants for 
the Glider Pilot certificate in attaining 
necessary aeronautical knowledge. 

61—45 Instrument Rating (Helicopter) 
Written Test Guide ( 1—21—68). 

Assists applicants who are preparing 
for the helicopter instrument rating. 
Presents a study outline, study materials 
and a sample test with answers. 

61 — 16 Flight Instructor Procedures (6- 
1-69). 

Informs flight instructors of the pro¬ 
cedures involved in the renewal of re¬ 
instatement of Flight Instructor Cer¬ 
tificates. qualification for ‘‘Gold Srai” 
certificates, and endorsing student pilot 
logbooks for various operations. 

61—47 Use of Approach Slope Indicators 
for Pilot Training (9-16-70). 

Informs pilot schools, flight instruc¬ 
tors and student pilots of the recom¬ 
mendation of the Federal Aviation 
Administration on the use of approach 
slope indicator systems for pilot train¬ 
ing. 

61—49 Airline Transport Pilot—Air- 
plune Practical Test Guide (8—9— 

71). 

Describes the practical test require¬ 
ments for Airline Transport Pilot Cer¬ 
tificates (Airplane) and associated class 
and type ratings. ($0.45 GPO.) TD 4.408: 
Ai 7/4. SN 050-011-00054-2. 

61—50 Aerial Applicator Aerodynamics 
Review of “Region of Reversed Com¬ 
mand" (2-7-72). 

Provided for the purpose of increasing 
pilot awareness of the aerodynamic 
limitations pertinent to aerial applicator 
operations. 

61—51 Reporting Flight Time on Pilot 
Applications, FAA Form 8420—3 (6- 
26-72). 

Advises applicants of the Importance 
of entering their pilot flight time on 
subject form. (OBM No. 04-R0064.) 

61—52R Flight Instructor of the Year 
Award Program (1—5—74). 

Provides the details of the Flight In¬ 
structor of the Year Award Program. 

61—54A Private Pilot Airplunc . •. Flight 
Test Guide (4-18-75). 

Contains information and guidance 
concerning the pilot operations, proce¬ 
dures. and maneuvers relevant to the 
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airplane category with a single-engine 
land/sea or multiengine land/sea rating. 
($1.35 GPO.) TD 4.408:P64/2/975. SN 
050-007-00300-5. 

61-55A Commercial Pilot Airplane . . • 
Flight Test Guide (1—25—75). 

Assists the applicant and the instruc¬ 
tor in preparing for the flight test for 
certification as a commercial pilot with 
single engine land or sea rating and for 
multiengine land or sea ratings. ($1.10 
GPO.) TD 4.408 :Ai7/7. SN 050-007- 
00295-5. 

61-56 Flight Test Guide (Part 61 re¬ 
vised ) Instrument Pilot .Airplane (5— 
1-73). 

Assists the applicant and his instructor 
in preparing for the flight test for the 
Instrument Pilot Airplane Rating under 
Part 61 (revised). ($0.65 GPO.) TD 
4.408:IN/7/2/973. SN 050-011-00065-8. 

61-57A Type Rating, Airplane, Flight 
Test Guide (5-1-75). 

Contains information and guidance 
concerning the pilot operations, proce¬ 
dures, and maneuvers relevant to the 
flight test required for an Airplane Type 
Racing. ($0.70 GPO.) TD 4.408:M91/975. 
SN 050-007-00299-8. 

61-58 Flight Instructor Practical Test 
Guide (5—1—73). 

Outlines new requirements based on 
changes-to FAR Part 61, Certification of 
Pilots and Flight Instructors. ($0.50 
GPO.) TD 4.408:In 7/5. SN 050-011- 
00067-4. 

61-59 Private and Commercial Pilot, 
Flight Test Guide (5—24—73). 

Assist the applicant and his instruc¬ 
tor in preparing for the flight test for 
the Private or Commercial Pilot Rotor- 
craft Certificate with Helicopter Rating 
under Part 61 (revised). ($0.75 GPO.) 
TD 4.408:H36/3. SN 050-007-00209^-2. 

61—60 Private and Commercial Pilot 
Gyroplane, Flight Test Guide (Mar 
1973). 

Outlines appropriate pilot operations 
and the minimum standards for the per¬ 
formance of each procedure or maneu¬ 
ver which will be accepted by the ex¬ 
aminer as evidence of the pilot’s com¬ 
petency, under Part 61 (revised). ($0.65 
GPO.) TD 4.408 :G99/973. SN 050-011- 
00066-6. 

61-61 Private and Commercial Pilot 
Glider, Flight Test Guide (4—27—73). 

Assist the appheant and his instruc¬ 
tor in preparing for the flight test for 
tile Private and the Commercial Pilot 
Certificate with Glider Rating under 
Part 61 (revised). ($0.70 GPO.) TD 
4.408 :G49. SN 050-011-00068-2. 

61-62 Private and Commercial Pilot 
Free Balloon • • • , Flight Test Guide 
(June 1973). 

Assists the applicant and his instruc¬ 
tor in preparing for the flight test for 
the Private Pilot or Commercial Pilot 
Certificate with a lighter-than-air cate¬ 
gory and free balloon class rating under 
Part 61 (revised). 


61—63 Flight Test Guide, Private and 
Commercial Pilot—Lighter-Tlian-Air 
Airship (5—23—74). 

Establishes a new concept of pilot 
training and certification requirements. 
To provide a transition to these revised 
requirements, Part 61 (revised) permits 
the applicant, for a period of 1 year after 
the effective date, to meet either the pre¬ 
vious requirements for the Private Pilot 
Certificate as outlined in Part 61, prior to 
November 1, 1973. 

61—64 Flight Test Guide—Instrument 
Pilot Helicopter (7-23-73). * 

Assists the applicant and his instructor 
in preparing for the flight test for the in¬ 
strument Pilot Helicopter Rating under 
the revised Part 61 ($0.55 GPO.) TD 
408:H36/4. SN 050-007-00215-7. 

61—65 Part 61 (Revised) Certification: 
Pilot and Flight Instructor* (9—5— 
73). 

Informs pilots and flight instructors 
of the changes in Part 61, revised Janu¬ 
ary 23, 1973, their effects, and the 
standards and procedures which will be 
used in implementing them. 

61—66 Annual Pilot in Ccmmnnd Pro¬ 
ficiency Checks (11—2—73). 

Presents material relating to annual 
proficiency checks required for pilots-in- 
command of civil aircraft type certifi¬ 
cated for more than one required pilot 
crewmember, other than those operat¬ 
ing under Parts 121, 123, 127, 133, 135, 
and 137. 

61—67 Hazard* Associated with Spins in 
Airplanes Prohibited from Inten- 
tional Spinning (2—1—74). 

Informs pilots of the airworthiness 
standards for the type certification of 
small airplanes prescribed in Section 
23.221 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions concerning spin maneuvers 

61—68 Flight Instructor Refresher Clin¬ 
ics—Scheduling, Attendance, Facili¬ 
ties, and Equipment (2—27—74). 

Provides guidance to sponsors regard¬ 
ing scheduling, required facilities and 
equipment, and attendance control at 
Flight Instructor Refresher Clinics in 
which the Flight Instructor Refresher 
Unit (FIRU) participates. 

61—70 Flight Instructor Instrument- 
Airplane—Written Test Guide (3— 
29-74). 

Provides guidance for the applicant by 
outlining the scope of knowledge required 
for the Flight Instructor Certificate ~ith 
an Instrument Airplane Rating. ($1.65 
GPO.) TD 4.8 :In 7/6. SN 050-007-00252- 
1 . 

61—71 Commercial Pilot—Airplane— 
W'ritlen Test Guide (4—9—74). 

Assist applicants who are preparing 
for the Commercial Pilot-Airplane-Writ¬ 
ten Test based on the requirements of 
FAR Part 61 (revised) which became ef¬ 
fective Nov. 1, 1973. ($1.00 GPO.) TD 
4.408 :P64/4/974. SN 050-011-00070-4. 


61—72 Flight Instructor—Airplane— 
Written Test Guide (4—9—74). 

Assists applicants who are preparing 
for the Flight Instructor certificate with 
Airplane Rating based on the revised pro¬ 
visions of FAR Part 61 which became ef¬ 
fective Nov. 1, 1973. ($1.45 GPO.) TD 
4.408‘.In 7/974. SN 050-007-00251-3. 

61—73 Private and Commercial Pilot 
Rotorcraft—Helicopter Written Test 
Guide (8-8-74). 

Assists applicants who are preparing 
for the Private or Commercial Pilot cer¬ 
tificate with a Rotorcraft—Helicopter 
rating under the provisions of FAR Part 
61 (revised). ($1.20 GPO.) TD 4.408: 
P64/7. SN 050-007-00265-3. 

AC 61—74 Flight Instructor Rotorcraft— 
Helicopter Written Test Guide (5—8— 
74). 

Assists applicants wiio are preparing 
for the Flight Instructor Certificate with 
a Rotorcraft—Helicopter Rating. ($1.45 
GPO.) TD 4.408 :R74. SN 050-007-00272- 
6 . 

AC 61—75 Flight Instructor—Glider— 
Written Test Guide (9-18-74). 

Assists applicants who are preparing 
for the Flight Instructor—Glider Writ¬ 
ten Test. ($1.10 GPO.) TD 4.408:G 49/2. 
SN 050-007-00271-8. 

61—77 Airline Transport Pilot Airplane 
Practical Test Guide (Purl 61 Re¬ 
vised) (4-23-74). 

Designed to assist the applicant and 
his instructor in preparing for the Air¬ 
line Transport Pilot Certificate with an 
Airplane Rating under FAR Part 61 (re¬ 
vised) . ($0.50 GPO.) TD 4.408: AI7/4/974. 
SN 050-007-00257-2. 

61.117-11) Flight Test Guide—Com¬ 
mercial Pilot, Airplane (2—14—72). 

Assists the commercial applicant In 
preparing for his certification flight test. 
Reprinted in 1973 ($0.60 GPO.) TD 
4.8:P 64/2/972. SN 050-007-00180-1. 

63—1R Flight Engineer Written Teat 
Guide (10-22-70). 

Provides information to prospective 
flight engineers and others interested in 
tills certification area. Contains informa¬ 
tion about certification requirements and 
describes the type and scope of the w r rit- 
ten test. Lists appropriate study and ref¬ 
erence material and presents sample 
questions similar to those found in the 
official written tests. ($0.85 GPO.) TD 
4.8:En 3/971. SN 050-007-00164-9. 

63—2A Flight Navigator Written Test 
Guide (4—4—69). 

Defines the scope and narrows the field 
of study to the basic knowledge required 
for the Flight Navigator Certificate. Pub¬ 
lished In 1969. ($0.70 GPO.) TD 4.8:F 
64/2. SN 050-007-00064—2. 

65—2 C Airframe and Ponerplont Me¬ 
chanics Certification Guide (3—15— 
73). 

Provides information to prospective 
airframe and powerplant mechanics and 
other persons interested in FAA certifi¬ 
cation of aviation mechanics. ($1.10 
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GPO.) TD 4.8A1 7/6/973. SN 050-007- 
00192-4. 

65—IB Aircraft Dispatcher Written Test 
Guide (7-25-72). 

Describes the type and scope of aero¬ 
nautical knowledge covered by the air¬ 
craft dispatcher written examination, 
lists reference materials, and presents 
sample questions. ($1.40 GPO.) TD 
408 :Ai 7/6. SN 050-007-00190-8. 

65—5A Parachute Rigger*—Senior/ Mas¬ 
ter—Cert iff eat ion Guide (12—20— 
74). 

Provides information on how to apply 
for a parachute rigger certificate or rat¬ 
ing and assists the applicant in prepar¬ 
ing for the written, oral, and practical 
teste. ($0.75 GPO.) TD 4.408:P21. SN 
050-007-00287—4. 

65—9 Airframe and Powerplant Mechan¬ 
ics—General Handbook (8-26—70). 

Designed as a study manual for per¬ 
sons preparing for a mechanic certificate 
with airframe or powerplant ratings. 
Emphasis in this volume is on theory and 
methods of application, and is intended 
to provide basic information on prin¬ 
ciples, fundamentals, and airframe and 
powerplant ratings. Reprinted in 1973. 
($6 GPO.) TD 4.408: Ai 7/2. SN 050-011- 
0052-6. 

65—11A Airframe and Powerplant Me¬ 
chanics Certification Information 
(4-21-71). 

Provides answers to questions most 
frequently asked about Federal Aviation 
Administration certification of aviation 
mechanics. ($0.40 GPO.) TD 4.8:Ai:7/ 
21/971. SN 050-007-00171-1. 

65—12 Airframe and Powerplant Me¬ 
chanics Powerplant Handbook (9— 
25-70). 

Designed to familiarize student me¬ 
chanics with the construction, theory 
of operation, and maintenance of air¬ 
craft powerplants. Reprinted in 1973. 
($6.05 GPO.) TD 4.408:Ai 7/3. SN 050- 
007-00157-6. 

65—13A FAA Inspection Authorization 
Directory (4-18-74). 

Provides a new directory of all FAA 
certificated mechanics who hold an in¬ 
spection authorization as of March 1, 
1974. 

65—15 Airframe and Powerplant Me¬ 
chanics Airframe Handbook (9—18— 
72). 

Designed to familiarize student me¬ 
chanics with airframe construction, re¬ 
pair, and the operating theory of air¬ 
frame systems. Reprinted in 1973. ($5.05 
GPO.) TD 4.408 :Ai 7/5. SN 050-007- 
00174-6. 

65—17 Annual Renewal Meeting of Hold¬ 
ers of the Inspection Authorization 
(1-15-73). 

Initiates an annual renewal meeting 
for the holders of the Inspection 
authorization. 


65—18 Report Availability on a Survey 
of the Aviation Mechanics Occupa¬ 
tion (9—4—74). 

Announces the public availability of 
the 1974 report on a Survey of the Avia¬ 
tion Mechanics Occupation. 

65.95—2B Handbook and Study Guide 
for Aviation Mechanic* Inspection 
Authorization (10-9—70). 

This handbook gives guidance to per¬ 
sons conducting annual and progressive 
inspections and approving major repairs 
or alterations of aircraft. While the 
handbook is primarily intended for me¬ 
chanics holding or preparing for an In¬ 
spection Authorization, it may be useful 
to aircraft manufacturers and certifi¬ 
cated repair stations who have these 
privileges. 

67—1 Medical Information for Air Am¬ 
bulance Operator# (3—4—74). 

Provides persons or groups interested 
or involved in civil air ambulance activi¬ 
ties with information governing the 
transport of patients by air. 

67—2 Medical Handbook for Pilots (5— 
15-74). 

An aviation medicine handbook writ¬ 
ten in pilots language that provides guid¬ 
ance on when, and when not, to fly. Em¬ 
phasizes the fact that, to be a good 
pilot, you must be physically fit, psy¬ 
chologically sound, and well trained. De¬ 
signed to complement the Pilots Hand¬ 
book of Aeronautical Knowledge. ($1.45 
GPO.) TD 4.8:M46/3. SN 050-007-00254- 
8 . 

Airspace 

Subject No. 70 

70-2 Airspace Utilization Considerations 
in the Proposed Construction, Altera¬ 
tion, Activation and Deactivation of 
Airports (7—23—73). 

Advises those persons proposing to 
construct, alter, activate or deactivate 
a civil or joint-use (civil/military) air¬ 
port. for which Federal aid has not been 
requested of the Federal Aviation 
Administration. 

70/7460— ID Obstruction Marking and 
Fighting (4-18-75). 

Describes FAA standards on obstruc¬ 
tion marking and lighting and estab¬ 
lishes the methods, procedures, and 
equipment types for both aviation red 
and high-intensity white obstruction 
lights. 

70/7460—2E Proposed Construction or 
Alteration of Objects that may Affect 
the Navigable Airspace (7—5—73). 

Advises those persons proposing to 
erect or alter an object that may affect 
the navigable airspace of the require¬ 
ment to submit a notice to the Adminis¬ 
trator of the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration (FAA). 

70/7460—3 Petitioning the Administra¬ 
tor for Discretionary Review; Section 
77.37, FAR (8-8-68). 

Revises and updates information con¬ 
cerning the submission of petitions to the 


Administrator for review, extension, or 
revision of determinations issued by re¬ 
gional directors or their designees. 

73—1 Establishment of Alert Areas (3— 

11 - 68 ). 

Announces the establishment of alert 
areas and sets forth the procedures 
which FAA will follow in establishing 
such areas. 

Air Traffic Control and General Operations 
Subject No. 90 

90—1A Civil Use of U.S. Government Pro¬ 
duced Instrument Approach Charts 
(4-10-68). 

Clarifies landing minimums require¬ 
ments and revises instrument approach 
charts. 

90—5 Coordination of Air Traffic Control 
Procedures and Criteria (6—13—63). 

States Air Traffic Service policy re¬ 
specting coordination of air traffic pro¬ 
cedures and criteria with outside agen¬ 
cies and/or organizations. 

90-12A Severe Weather Avoidance (2- 
21-73). 

Warns all pilots concerning flight in 
the vicinity of known or forecasted 
severe weather, severe turbulence and 
hail and advises them that air traffic 
control facilities, even though equipped 
with radar, might not always have the 
capability nor be in a position to provide 
assistance for circumnavigation of areas 
of severe weather. 

90—14A Altitude—Temperature Effect 

on Aircraft Performance (1—26—68). 

Introduces the Denalt Performance 
Computer and reemphasizes the hazard¬ 
ous effects density altitude can have on 
aii-craft. 

90—20 Weather Radar Rndomes (11- 
12-64). 

Highlights some important points to 
consider in the selection and mainte¬ 
nance of weather radar radomes. 

90-23D Wake Turbulence (12-15-72). 

Alerts pilots to the hazards of aircraft 
trailing vortex wake turbulence ard rec¬ 
ommends related operational procedures. 

90—34 Accidents Resulting from Wheel- 
harrowing in Tricycle Gear Equipped 
Aircraft (2—27—68). 

Explains “wheelbarrowing’', the cir¬ 
cumstances under which it is likely to 
occur, and recommended corrective 
action. 

90—38A Use of Preferred IFR Routes 
(12-29-69). 

Outlines the background, intent, and 
requested actions pertaining to the use 
of preferred IFR routes. 

90~12 A Traffic Advisory Practices at 
Nontower Airports (8—16—72). 

Establishes, as good operating prac¬ 
tices, procedures for pilots to be ap¬ 
prised of or exchange traffic informa¬ 
tion, when approaching or departing un¬ 
controlled airports. 
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‘>0-43C Operation* Reservation* for 
High-Density Traffic Airport* (11— 
14—71). 

Advises the aviation community of 
the means for all aircraft operators, ex¬ 
cept helicopters, shcedulec and supple¬ 
mental air carriers and scheduled air 
taxis, to obtain a reservation to operate 
to and/or from designated high-density 
traffic airports. 

AC 90—45A Approval of Area Navigation 
System* for Use in the U.S. National 
Airspace System (2—21—75). * 

Provides guidelines for implementation 
of two-dimensional area navigation (2D 
RNAV) within the U.S. National Air¬ 
space System (NAS). Provides for both 
VOR/DME dependent systems and self- 
contained systems such as Inertial Navi¬ 
gation Systems (INS). 

90-45A Ch 1 (9-15-75). 

90-48 Pilot*’ Role in Collision Avoid¬ 
ance (5—20—70). 

Alerts all pilots to the midair collision 
and near midair collision hazard and to 
emphasize those basic problem areas of 
concent, as related to the human casual 
factors, where improvements in pilot ed¬ 
ucation, operating practices, procedures, 
and techniques are needed to reduce 
midair conflicts. 

AC 90—50A VHF Radio Frequency As¬ 
signment Plan for Aeronautical Op¬ 
erations (2—7—75). 

Describes the civil air traffic control 
assignment of frequencies in the very 
high frequency (118-136 MHz) band. 

90—51 FAA Motion Picture—“Caution— 
Wake Turbulence” (11-17-70). 

Announces the availability of a new 
wake turbulence film and encourages 
its viewing. 

90—54A Cruise Clearances (11—27—73). 

Provides the aviation community guid¬ 
ance when operating under a “cruise” 
clearance. 

90—58B VOR Course Errors Resulting 
from 50kHz Channel Selection (9— 
12-74). 

Provides information concerning a po¬ 
tentially hazardous situation when a 
200 channel receiver Is inadvertently 
mistimed 50kHz from the frequency of 
a 100kHz ground station. 

90—59 Arrival and Departure Handling 
of nigh-Pcrformance Aircraft (2— 
28-72). 

Describes ATC handling of high-per¬ 
formance aircraft in terminal areas. 

90-60 Weather Observation Reporting 
Obscured or Partially Obscured Sky 
Condition (3—31—72). 

Provides pilots with information con¬ 
cerning weather conditions reported by 
weather observers as obscuration or par¬ 
tial obscuration. 

90-62 Flying DME Arcs (1-23-73). 

Describes the procedures and tech¬ 
niques for intercepting DME arcs from 
radials, maintaining DME arcs, and in¬ 


tercepting radials and localizers from 
DME arcs. 

90—63 ATC Procedure* for Random 
Area Navigation Routes (5-8-73). 

Provides guidelines and procedures for 
obtaining approval of random IFR area 
navigation routes in the U.S. National 
Airspace System. 

90—64 Automated Radar Terminal Sys¬ 
tem (ARTS) III (6-22-73). 

Advises the aviation community of the 
capabilities of the Automated Radar 
Terminal System and the associated 
services provided by ARTS in equipped 
air traffic control facilities. 

90—65 Air Traffic Fuel Economy Pro¬ 
gram (1—18—74). 

Advises the aviation community of 
flow control procedures that will be 
utilized to conserve aviation fuel during 
periods when the normal movement of 
aircraft is disrupted. Also describes ac¬ 
tions required of user groups to ensure 
efficient flow control planning. 

AC 90—66 Recommended Standard Traf¬ 
fic Pattern* for Airplane Operation* 
at Uncontrolled Airport* (2—27—75). 

Calls attention to regulatory re¬ 
quirements for the operations of air¬ 
planes at uncontrolled airports. Recom¬ 
mends voluntary use of standard traffic 
pattern flight procedures. 

90—67 Light Signal* from the Control 
Tower for Ground Vehicle*, Equip¬ 
ment, and Personnel (8-15—75). 

Provides the aviation community with 
the meaning of the light signals used 
when communicating with ground ve¬ 
hicles, equipment, and personnel on the 
airport movement area from the control 
tower. 

90—68 Minimum Vectoring Altitudes 
(MVA) (10-29-75). 

Explains why and how Minimum Vec¬ 
toring Altitudes are established. 

90— 69 National Beacon Code Allocution 

Plan (11-5-75). 

Provides advance information on the 
implementation of the National Beacon 
Code Allocation Plan. 

91- 5B Waivers of Subpart B, Part 91 

of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(FARs) (1-28-72). 

Provides information concerning the 
submission of applications for and the 
issuance of waivers of Subpart B, PAR 
Part 91. 

91—6 Water, Slush, and Snow on the 
Runway (1—21—65). 

Provides background and guidelines 
concerning the operation of turbojet air¬ 
craft with water, slush, and/or snow on 
the runway. 

91—8A Use of Oxygen by General Avia¬ 
tion Pilots/Passenger* (8—11—70)* 

Provides general aviation personnel 
with information concerning the use of 
oxygen. 


91—9 Potential Hazard* Associated With 
Turbojet Ground Operations (6—19— 
65). 

Alerts turbojet operators and flight 
crews to potential hazards involving tur¬ 
bojet operations at airports. 

91—10A Suggestions for Use of ILS Min¬ 
ima by General Aviation Operator* of 
Turbojet Airplanes (10—8—65). 

Provides general aviation operators of 
turbojet airplanes with information on 
practices and procedures to be considered 
before utilizing the lowest published IFR 
minima prescribed by FAR Part 97 and 
provides informtion on pilot-in-com¬ 
mand experience, initial and recurrent 
pilot proficiency, and airborne airplane 
equipment. 

91—11.4 Annual Inspection Reminder 
(12-3-69). 

Provides the aviation community with 
a uniform visual reminder of the date an 
annual inspection becomes due. (Refer¬ 
ence section 91.169(a) (1) of the FAR’s.) 

91.11—1 Guide to Drug Hazard* in Avia¬ 
tion Medicine (7—19—63). 

Lists all commonly used drugs by phar¬ 
macological effect on airmen with side 
effects and recommendations. Reprinted 
1970. ($1.15 GPO.) FAA 7.9:D 84. SN 
050-009-00001-7. 

91—12R Required Inspection for Aircraft 
Operating Under FAR Part* 121, 123, 
127, or 135 ami Reverting to General 
Operation Under FAR Part 91 (12 
9-70). 

Describes acceptable methods for com¬ 
plying with the required inspections set 
forth in FAR Part 91. 

91—13A Cold weather Operation of Air¬ 
craft (1—2—70). 

Provides background and guidelines 
relating to operation of aircraft in the 
colder climates where wide temperature 
changes may occur. 

91—14B Altimeter Setting Source* (10— 
1-71). 

Provides the aviation public, industry, 
and FAA filed personnel with guidelines 
for setting up reliable altimeter setting 
sources. 

91—15 Terrain Flying (2—2—67). 

A pocket-size booklet designed as a 
tool for the average private pilot. Con¬ 
tains a composite picture of the observa¬ 
tions, opinions, warnings, and advice 
from veteran pilots wh? have flown this 
vast land of ours that can help to make 
flying more pleasant anv. safer. Tips on 
flying into Mexico, Canada, and Alaska. 
($1.40 GOP.) TD 4.2:T27. SN 050-007- 
00147-9. 

91—16 Category II Operations—General 
Aviation Airplanes (8—7—67). 

Sets forth acceptable means by which 
Category n operations may be approved 
in accordance with FAR Parts 23, 25, 61, 
91, 97, and 135. 
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91—17 The llsf of View limiting Devices 
on Aircraft (2—20—68). 

Alerts pilots to the continuing need to 
make judicious and cautious use of all 
view limiting devices on aircraft. 

91—21 Inspection Sche dule—for Unn- 
dley-Pnge Mode! 111*—137 (4—21—69). 

Provides information for use by per¬ 
sons planning to develop an inspection 
schedule for the Handley-Page Model 
HP-137 aircraft. 

91—22A Altitude Alerting Devices/Sys¬ 
tem* (12—23—71). 

Provides guidelines for designing, in¬ 
stalling, and evaluating altitude alerting 
systems. 

91—23 Pilot** Weight and Balance Hand¬ 
book (5-6-69). 

Provides an easily understood text on 
aircraft weight and balance for pilots 
who need to appreciate the importance 
of weight and balance control for safety 
of flight. Progresses from an explana¬ 
tion of basic fundamentals to the com¬ 
plete application of weight and balance 
principles in large aircraft operations. 
Reprinted in 1972 <$1.25 GPO.) TD 

4.408:P 64/3. SN 050-011-00049-6. 

91—24 Aircraft Hydroplaning or Aqua- 
planning on Wet Runway* (9—4—69). 

Provides information to the problem 
of aircraft tires hydroplaning on w*et 
runways. 

91—25A Los of Visual Cue* During Low 
Visibility Landing* (6—22—72). 

Provides information concerning the 
importance of maintaining adequate 
visual cues during the descent below 
MDA or DA. 

91—26 Maintenance and Handling of 
Air-Driven Gyroscopic Instruments 
(10-29-69). 

Advises operators of general aviation 
aircraft of the need for proper main¬ 
tenance of air-driven gyroscopic instru¬ 
ments and associated air filters. 

91—27A Sy*tem*wortliiness Analysis Pro¬ 
gram—-General Aviation (12—16— 
70). 

Explains the purpose and applicability 
of the Systems Worthiness Analysis Pro¬ 
gram (SWAP) to certificated air taxis, 
repair stations, pilot and aviation main¬ 
tenance technician schools that are op¬ 
erated under the privileges of certificates 
issued by the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration. 

91—28 Unexpected Opening of Cabin 
Door* (12-23-69). 

Outlines the importance of assuring 
that cabin doors are properly closed 
prior to takeoff. 

91—32 Safety in and .Around Helicopters 
(5-7-71). 

Provides suggestions to improve heli¬ 
copter safety by means of acquainting 
nonflight crew personnel and passengers 
with the precautions and procedures nec¬ 
essary to avoid undue hazards. 


91—33 Use of Alternate Grade* of Avia¬ 
tion Gasoline for Grade 80 '87 (10— 
6-71). 

Provides information relating to the 
use of alternate grades of aviation gas¬ 
oline when grade 80/87 is not available, 
and the resultant effects of the use of 
the alternate fuels which may have 
higher TEL (tetraethyl lead) content. 

91—34 Model Aircraft Operating Stand¬ 
ards (7-1-72). 

Outlines safety standards for oper¬ 
ators of model aircraft, and encourages 
voluntary compliance with these stand¬ 
ards. 

91—35 Noise, Hearing Damage, and Fa¬ 
tigue in General Aviation Pilots (3— 
28-72). 

Aquaints pilots with the hazards of 
regular exposure to cockpit noise. Espe¬ 
cially pertinent are piston-engine, fixed- 
wing. and rotary-wing aircraft. 

91—36A VFR Flight Near Noi*e-Scn*itiv© 
Areas (7—9—74). 

Encourages pilots making VFR flights 
near noise-sensitive areas to fly at alti¬ 
tudes higher than the minimum per¬ 
mitted by regulation. National Park areas 
now included. 

91—37 Truth in Leasing (11—9—72). 

Provides information and guidance for 
leasees and conditional buyers of U.S. 
registered large civil aircraft. 

91—38 Large and Turbine-Powered Mul- 
tiengine Airplane*. Part 91, Suhpart 
I) (12-13-72). 

Sets forth guidelines and procedures 
to assist operators of large and turbine- 
powered multiengine airplanes in meet¬ 
ing the safety requirements of FAR. Part 
91, Subpart D. 

91—39 ltecommcndcd Noise Abatement 
Takeoff and Departure Procedure for 
Civil Turbojet Powered Airplane* 
(1-18-74). 

Illustrates the recommended noise 
abatement takeoff and departure proce¬ 
dure for civil turbojet powered airplanes. 

91—10 Terminal Control Area (TC.A) 
Radar Outage (1—17—74). 

Explains the service that will be pro¬ 
vided by Air Traffic Control to aircraft in 
a terminal control area when a radar 
outage occurs. 

91—41 Ground Operational Procedure* 
for Aircraft Engine Emission Reduc¬ 
tion and Fuel Conservation (3—12— 
74). 

Recommends ground operational pro¬ 
cedures that will minimize air pollution 
from aircraft ground operations and con¬ 
serve fuel. 

AC 91—42 Hazard* of Rotating Propel¬ 
ler* (6-17-75). 

Provides information on propeller ac¬ 
cidents and offers suggestions to reduce 
the frequency of their occurrence. 


AC 91—13 Unreliable Airspeed Indica¬ 
tion* (6—26—75). 

Alerts pilots to the possibility of erro¬ 
neous airspeed/Mach indications that 
may be caused by blocking or freezing of 
the pitot system and advises of corrective 
action that can be taken. 

91.29—1 Special Structural Inspection* 
(l-8-fcg). 

Discusses occurrences wliich may 
cause structural damage affecting the 
airworthiness of aircraft. 

91.83— 1 \ Canceling or Closing Flight 
Plans (3-25-75). 

Outlines the need for canceling or 
closing flight plans promptly to avoid 
costly search and rescue operations. 

91.83— 2 IFR Flight Plan Route Infor¬ 
mation (2—16—66). 

Clarifies the air traffic control needs 
for the filing of route information in an 
IFR (Instrument Flight Rules) flight 
plan. 

95—1 Airway and Route Obstruction 
Clearance (6—17—65). 

Advises all interested persons of the 
airspace areas within which obstruction 
clearance Is considered in the establish¬ 
ment of Minimum En Route Instrument 
Altitudes (MEA’s) for publication in 
FAR Part 95. 

99—1 Security Control of Air Traffic ( l- 
12-72). 

Provides civil aviation with recom¬ 
mended practices for operating aircraft 
within or penetrating an Air Defense 
Identification Zone CADIZ). 

101—1 Waivers of Part 101, Federal 
Aviation Regulation* (1—13—64). 

Provides information on submission of 
applications and issuances of w f aivers to 
FAR Part 101. 

103—2 Information Guide for Air Car¬ 
rier Handling of Radioactive Mate¬ 
rial* (7-23-70). 

Acquaints air carrier industry and In 
particular, air freight handling person¬ 
nel, w'ith the essential requirements and 
practical application of the various regu¬ 
lations pertaining to the handling and 
transportation of radioactive materials. 

103—3 Information Guide for Training 
Programs and Manual Requirement* 
iu the Air Transportation of Danger¬ 
ous Article* and Magnetized Mate¬ 
rial* (10—10—73). 

Provides air carriers and air taxi/ 
commercial operators with information 
concerning recent revisions to FAR Parts 
103, 121, and 135 requiring the establish¬ 
ment of manuals and training of per¬ 
sonnel in the air transportation of 
dangerous articles and magnetized mate¬ 
rials. 

103—4 Hazard Associated with Sublima¬ 
tion of Solid Carbon Dioxide (Dry 
Icc) Aboayd Aircraft (5-1—74). 

Discusses the potential hazard as¬ 
sociated with the sublimation of dry ice 
aboard aircraft. Precautionary measures 
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and simple rules of thumb are indicated 
in order to preclude environmentally 
hazardous conditions affecting crews and 
passengers aboard aircraft. 

J05—5 Preparation and Loading of 
Magnetron Tubes and Magnetic Ma¬ 
terials for Air Shipments (7—16—74). 

Provides information relevant to the 
preparation and loading of magnetron 
tubes and magnetic materials for ship¬ 
ment in civil aircraft. 

103—2 Sport Parachute Jumping (9—6— 

68 ). 

Provides suggestions to improve sport 
parachuting safety; information to as¬ 
sist parachutists in complying with FAR 
Part 105; and a list of aircraft which 
may be operated with one cabin door re¬ 
moved. including the procedures for 
obtaining FAA authorization for door 
removal. 

107—1 Aviation Security—Airports (5— 
19-72). 

Furnishes guidance to those individ¬ 
uals and organizations having responsi¬ 
bilities under Part 107 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations. It also provides 
recommendations for establishing and 
improving security for restricted or criti¬ 
cal facilities and areas the security of 
which is not dealt with in Part 107. 

Air Carrier and Commercial Operators and 
Helicopters 

Subject No. 120 

120—2A Precautionary Propeller Feath¬ 
ering To Prevent Runaway Propellers 
(8-20-63). 

Emphasizes the need for prompt feath¬ 
ering when there is an indication of in¬ 
ternal engine failure. 

120—5 High Altitude Operations in Areas 
of Turbulence (8—26—63). 

Recommends procedures for use by jet 
pilots when penetrating areas of severe 
turbulence. 

120—7A Minimum Altitudes for Con¬ 
ducting Certain Emergency Flight 
Training Maneuvers and Procedures 
(7-27-70). 

Issued to emphasize to all air carriers 
and other operators of large aircraft the 
necessity for establishing minimum alti¬ 
tudes above the terrain or water when 
conducting certain simulated emergency 
flight training maneuvers. 

120—12 Private Carriage Versus Com¬ 
mon Carriage by Commercial Opera¬ 
tors Using Large Aircraft (6—24—64). 

Provides guidelines for determining 
whether current or proposed transporta¬ 
tion operations by air constitute private 
or common carriage. 

120-13 Jet Transport Aircraft Altitude 
Instrument Systems (6-26-6-4). 

Provides information about the char¬ 
acteristics of some attitude instrument 
systems presently installed in some Jet 
transport aircraft. 


120— 16A Continuous Airworthiness Pro¬ 
gram (9-11-69). 

Provides air carriers and commercial 
operators with guidance and information 
pertinent to certain provisions of Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations Parts 121 and 
127. 

120—17 Handbook for Maintenance Con¬ 
trol by Reliability Methods (12—31— 
61 ). 

Provides Information and guidance 
materials which may be used to design or 
develop maintenance reliability programs 
which include a standard for determining 
the time limitations. 

120-17 CHI (6-24-66). 

120-17 CH2 (5-6-68). 

120—26C Civil Aircraft Operator Desig¬ 
nators (9-28-72). 

Revises the criteria and states the pro¬ 
cedures for the assignment of a designa¬ 
tor and a corresponding air/ground call 
sign to civil aircraft operators engaged 
in domestic services on a repetitive basis. 

120—27 Aircraft Weight and Balance 
Control (10-15-68). 

Provides a method and procedures for 
weight and balance control. 

120-27 CH 1 (11-20-73). 

Adds Part 123 to subject circular. 

120—28A Criteria for Approval of Cate¬ 
gory Ilia landing Weather Minima 
(12-14-71). 

States an acceptable means, not the 
only means, for obtaining approval of 
Category Ilia minima and the installa¬ 
tion approval of the associated airborne 
systems. 

120—28A 011 (1-18-73). 

Revises the CAT HIa Landing Weather 
Minima maintenance requirements of 
paragraph 8 to make them consistent 
with the requirements for CAT Ha. 

120—29 Criteria for Approving Category 
1 and Category 11 landing Minima 
for FAR 121 Operators (9-25-70). 

Sets forth criteria used by FAA in ap¬ 
proving turbojet landing minima of less 
than 300-% or RVR 4,000 (Category I) 
and Category n minima for all aircraft. 
120-29 CH 1 (12-15-71). 

Revises Appendix 1 and deletes state¬ 
ment in Appendix 2 regarding 10-foot 
criteria (does not apply when using an 
approved automatic landing system) . 

120-29 ai 2 (7-26-72). 

Clarifies the airborne system evalua¬ 
tion by stressing the necessity for meet¬ 
ing maintenance program requirements. 

120-29 CH 3 (12-3-74). 

Outlines the recent change in FAR 
Part 121 wherein both initial and recur¬ 
rent pilot qualification for both Category 
I and n proficiency checks may be per¬ 
formed in a visual simulator. 


121—1A Standard Operations Specifica¬ 
tions—Aircraft Maintenance Hand¬ 
book (6-26-73). 

Provides procedures acceptable to the 
Federal Aviation Administration which 
may be used by operators when estab¬ 
lishing inspection intervals and overhaul 
times. 

121—1A CH 1 (1-23-75). 

Updates the overhaul and inspection/ 
check period of selected airframes, pow- 
erplants, propellers, and appliances in re¬ 
lation to current industry standards. 

121—3N Maintenance Review Board Re¬ 
ports (6—7—73). 

Revises the list of Maintenance Review 
Board Reports that are currently in 
effect. 

121—6 Portable Battery-Powered Mega¬ 
phones (1—5—66). 

Sets forth an acceptable means for 
complying with rules (applicable to vari¬ 
ous persons operating under Part 121 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations) that 
prescribe the installation of approved 
megaphones. 

121—12 Wet or Slippery Runways (8— 
17-67). 

Provides uniform guidelines in the ap¬ 
plication of the “wet runway” rule by 
certificate holders operating under FAR 
121 . 

121—13 Self-Contained Navigation Sys¬ 
tems (Long Range) (10-14—69). 

States an acceptable means, not the 
only means, of compliance with the ref¬ 
erenced sections of the FAR as they ap¬ 
ply to persons operating under Parts 121 
or 123 who desire approval of Doppler 
RADAR navigation systems or Inertial 
Navigation Systems (INS) for use in 
their operations. 

121-13 CH l (7-31-70). 

Assures standardization of the Mini¬ 
mum Equipment List (MEL) with re¬ 
spect to Inertial Navigation Systems 
(INS) through the appropriate Flight 
Operations Evaluation Board (FOEB). 

121-13 CH 2 (12r21-70). 

Permits all flight training for Doppler 
and INS qualification, to be completed in 
a simulator or training device approved 
for conducting the required pilot train¬ 
ing and qualifications in the use of these 
systems. 

121—14 Aircraft Simulator Evaluation 
and Approval (12—19—69). 

Sets forth one means that would be 
acceptable to the Administrator for ap¬ 
proval of aircraft simulators or other 
training devices requiring approval un¬ 
der section 121.407. 

121—16 Maintenance Certification Pro¬ 
cedures (11-9-70). 

Provides guidance for the preparation 
of an Operations Specification—Preface 
Page which will afford nominal and 
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reasonable relief from approved service 
and overhaul time limits when a part is 
borrowed from another operator. 

121—17 Aviation Security: Certain Air 
Carriers ami Commercial Opera¬ 
tors-Security Programs and Other 

Requirements (3-11-72). -» 

Provides general information regard¬ 
ing the requirements of FAR Arndt. 121- 
85. 

121—18 Aviation Security—Carriage of 
Weapons and Escorted Persona (7— 
15—75). 

Provides information and guidance for 
the implementation of amendments to 
FAR Part 121 regarding the carriage of 
weapons on aircraft and for the carriage 
of persons in the custody of law enforce¬ 
ment officers. 

121.195(d)—1 Alternate Operational 
Landing Distance* for Wei Runways; 
'Turbojet Powered Transport Cate¬ 
gory Airplanes (11—19—65). 

Sets forth an acceptable means, but 
not the only means, by which the alter¬ 
nate provision of section 121.195(d) may 
be met. 

125-1 Air Travel Clubs (10-17-68). 

Sets forth guidelines and procedures 
to assist air travel clubs using large air¬ 
craft in meeting safety requirements of 
FAR Part 123. 

129—1 Foreign Air Carrier*—Security 
Program* and Other Requirement*— 
FAR Par 129 (9-25-75). 

Provides guidance to foreign air car¬ 
riers concerning Die requirements of 
FAR Part 129, Sections 129.25 and 129.27. 

135.14-1—1 Small Propeller-Driven Air 
Taxi Airplanes That Meet Section 
135.141 (4-13-72). 

Provides a summary of and informa¬ 
tion on small propeller-driven air taxi 
airplanes that comply with section 
135.144 and may continue operations 
under FAR Part 135 after May 31, 1972. 
with 10 or more passenger seats. 

135.155—1 Alternate Static Source for 
Altimeter* and Airspeed and Vertical 
Speed Indicator* (2—16—65). 

Sets forth an acceptable means of 
compliance with provision in FAR Part 
135 and Part 23 dealing with alternate 
static courses. 

135—1A Air Taxi Aircraft Weight and 
Balance Control (9-26-69). 

Provides a method and procedures for 
developing a weight and balance control 
system for small aircraft operating in 
the air taxi fleet under FAR Part 135. 

135—2A Air Taxi Operators of Large Air¬ 
craft (11-16-73). 

Provides guidelines for use by air taxi 
operators or applicants who desire to ob¬ 
tain authorization to operate large 
aircraft (more than 12,500 pounds max¬ 
imum certificated takeoff weight) in air 
taxi operations. 


135—3A Air Taxi Operator* and Com¬ 
mercial Operators of Small Aircraft 
(1—16—751. 

Sets forth guidelines and procedures 
to assist persons in complying with the 
requirements of Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations, Part 135. 

135—i Security Measures and Passenger 
Screening for Scheduled Air Taxi 
Commercial Operators (1—22—75). 

Advises interested ATCOs of the avail¬ 
ability of operations specifications 
whereby they may implement security 
procedures to improve their security and 
facilitate passenger operation. 

135—5 Maintenance Program Approval 
for Carry-On Oxygen Lquipinent for 
Medical Purposes (8—19—75). 

Provides a means whereby air taxi op¬ 
erators may submit a maintenance pro¬ 
gram to comply with FAR Part 135, 
Section 135.114. 

135.60—1 Aircraft Inspection Program* 
(5-1-70). 

Provides information for use by air 
taxi operators and commercial operators 
of small aircraft developing an aircraft 
inspection program for FAA approval. 

137—1 Agricultural Aircraft Operations 
(11-29-65). 

Explains and clarifies the requirements 
of FAR Part 137 and provides additional 
information, not regulatory in nature, 
which will assist interested persons in 
understanding the operating privileges 
and limitations of this Part. 

139.12—1 Airport Operation* Specifica¬ 
tions (2—£-75). 

Presents guidelines to assist airport 
operators in developing airport opera¬ 
tions specifications in compliance with 
the requirements of amended FAR Part 
139. 

139.49—1 Program* for Training of Fire 
Fighting and Rescue Personnel (11— 
12-74). 

Outlines suggested training programs 
for airport fire fighting and rescue per¬ 
sonnel involved in operating airport fire 
fighting and rescue equipment and the 
principles of aircraft fire fighting and 
rescue techniques. 

Schools and Other Certificated Agencies 
Subject No. 140 

140—1G Consolidated Listing of FAA 
Certificated Repair Station* (2—27— 
74). 

Provides a revised directory of all FAA 
certificated repair stations as of Novem¬ 
ber 1973. 

140—2J List of Certificated Pilot School* 
(6-27-75). 

Provides a list of FAA certificated pilot 
flight and ground schools as of July 1975. 

140—3B Approval of Pilot Training 
Course* Under Subpart D of Part 141 
of the FAR (1-8-70). 

The title is self-explanatory. 


140— 5 Radio Maintenance Technician 
School Curriculum (8—11—71). 

Provides information on curriculum 
subjects for persons desiring to establish 
radio maintenance technician training 
courses. 

141— 1 Pilot School Certification (8-29- 

74) . 

Sets forth guidelines to assist persons 
in obtaining a pilot school certificate 
and associated ratings under FAR Part 
141 (revised). 

I 11—2A Written Te*t* Prepared by Pilot 
Schools With Examining Authority 
Under Part 141 (Revised) of the 
Federal Aviation Regulation* (10—3— 

75) . 

Provides guidance to FAR Part 141 
Pilot Schools with examining authority 
in developing final written tests for FAA 
certificates and ratings which are equal 
in scope, depth, and difficulty to compar¬ 
able written tests prescribed by the Ad¬ 
ministrator. Also prescribes procedures 
for administering, maintaining security 
of, and replacing those tests. 

143—10 Ground Instructor Written Test 
Guide—Basic & Advanced (4—18—74). 

Outlines the scope of basic knowledge 
requirements for a ground instructor; 
outlines source material to obtain this 
knowledge; presents a sample test with 
answers and explanations. ($2.25 GPO.) 
TD 4.408:091/974. SN 050-007-00284-0. 

1 13—2B Ground Instructor—Instru¬ 

ment—Written Test Guide (6-23— 
70). 

Provides information to applicants for 
the instrument ground instructor rating 
about the subject areas covered in the 
examination and illustrated by a study 
outline, a list of study materials, and a 
sample examination with answers <$1.30 
GPO.) TD 4.8:G 91/971. SN 050-007- 
00066-9. 

145.101—1A Application for Air Agency 
Certificate—Manufacturer** Mainte¬ 
nance Facility (3-10-69). 

Explains how to obtain a repair station 
certificate. 

147-2N Directory of FAA Certificated 
Aviation Maintenance Technician 
School* (11-1-74). 

Provides a revised directory of ail FAA 
certificated aviation maintenance tech¬ 
nician schools as of September 30, 1974. 

147—3 Phase 111, A National Study of 
the Aviation Mechanic* Occupation 

(3—22—71). 

Announces the availability for pur¬ 
chase by the public of a reprint of a re¬ 
port of Phase III, A National Study of 
the Aviation Mechanics Occupation. 

147—4 Report* Availability of a Survey 
of Text Material* Used in Aviation 
Maintenance Technician School* (9— 
3-74). 

Announces the public availability of 
the 1974 report on A Survey of Test Ma- 
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terlals Used in Aviation Maintenance 
Technician Schools. 

1 19-2G Listing of Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration Certifirated Parachute 
Lofts (4—2—74). 

Provides a revised listing of all FAA 
certificated parachute lofts as of 
March 1, 1974. 

Airports 

Subject No. 150 

AIRPORT PLANNING 

1.>0/5000—1 Cancellation of Obsolete 
Publications Issued by Standards Di¬ 
vision, Airports Service (‘4—17—70). 

Cancels outstanding airport engineer¬ 
ing data sheets, technical standard 
orders, airport engineering bulletins, and 
miscellaneous publications that are no 
longer current ana to direct the reader 
to a new source of information, where 
applicable. 

150/5000—3C Address List for Regional 
Airports Divisions and Airport Dis¬ 
trict Offices (12—9—75). 

Transmits the address list for all re¬ 
gional Airports Divisions and Airport 
District Offices. 

150/5030—2 Compatible Land Use Plan¬ 
ning in the Vicinity of Airports (-1— 
13-67). 

Advises Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion personnel, local government officials 
and the public of the availability of the 
following two reports prepared under 
the auspices of the FAA by the firm of 
Transportation Consultants, Inc. Com¬ 
patible Land Use Planning On and 
Around Airports , and Aids Available for 
Compatible Land Use Planning Around 
Airports. 

150/5050—3A Planning the State Air¬ 
port System (June 1972). 

Provides general guidance in prepar¬ 
ing a State airport system plan. ($2.50 
GPO.) TD 4.8 :Ai 7/29. SN 050-007- 
00184-3. 

150/3030—4 Citizen Participation in 
Airport Planning (9—26—75). 

Provides guidance for citizen involve¬ 
ment in airport planning. Although not 
mandatory for airport grant programs, it 
demonstrates the need for early citizen 
participation. 

150/5060—1A Airport Capacity Criteria 
Used in Preparing the Nationul Air¬ 
port Plan (7-8-68). 

Presents the method used by the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration for deter¬ 
mining when additional runways, taxi- 
ways, and aprons should be recom¬ 
mended in the National Airport Plan. 
The material is also useful to sponsors 
and engineers in developing Airport 
Layout Plans and for determining when 
additional airport pavement facilities 
should be provided to increase aircraft 
accommodation capacity at airports. 

130/3060—3A Airport Capacity Criteria 
2^9)* Long-Range Planning (12— 

Describes the method used by the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration for deter¬ 


mining the approximate practical hourly 
and practical annual capacities of vari¬ 
ous airport runway configurations and is 
used in long-range (10 years or more) 
planning for expansion of existing air¬ 
ports and construction of new airports 
to accommodate forecast demand. 

150/5070—3 Planning the Airport In¬ 
dustrial Park (9—30—65). 

Provides guidance to communities, air¬ 
port boards, and industrial developers 
for the planning and development of 
Airport Industrial Parks. 

150/5070—5 Planning the Metropolitan 
Airport System (5—22—70). 

Gives guidance in developing airport- 
system plans for large metropolitan 
areas. It may be used by metropolitan 
planning agencies and their consultants 
in preparing such system plans and by 
the FAA In reviewing same. ($1.65 GPO.) 
TD 4.108:M56. SN 050-008-00003-7. 

150/5070-6 Airport Master Plan* (2— 
5-71). 

Provides guidance for the preparation 
of individual airport master plans as 
provided for under the Airport Airway 
Development Act of 1970. ($3.00 GPO.) 
TD 4.108 :P69. SN 050-008-00004-5. 

150/5090—2 National Airport Classifi¬ 
cation .System (Airport System Plan¬ 
ning) (6-25—71). 

Sets forth the new national airport 
classification system. The system is de¬ 
signed for use in the identification and 
classification of airports within the Na¬ 
tional System of Airports and for use as 
a planning tool in long-range airport 
system planning. 

FEDERAL-AID AIRPORT PROGRAMS 

130/5100—3A Federal-aid Airport Pro¬ 
gram-Procedures Guide for Spoiinors 
(9-20-68). 

Provides guidance to public agencies 
that sponsor or propose to sponsor 
projects under the Federal-aid Airport 
Program (FAAP) authorized by the 
Federal Airport Act. 

150/5100—3A CH 1 (11-28-69). 

Transmits revised pages to subject 
advisory circular. 

150/5100—5 Land Acquinilion in the 
Federal-aid Airport Program (1— 
30-69). 

Provides general information to spon¬ 
sors of airport development projects un¬ 
der the Federal-aid Airport Program on 
the eligibility of land acquisition and ex¬ 
tent of Federal participation In land 
acquisition costs. 

150/5100—6A Labor Requirements for 
Airport Development Aid Program 
(ADAP) Contracts (1-31-73). 

Covers the basic labor requirements 
for the Airport Development Aid 
Program. 

150/5100—6A CH 1 (3-16-73). 

Transmits a revision to delete page 3-1 
from subject Advisory Circular. 


150/5100—7A Requirement for Public 
Hearing in the Airport Development 
Aid Program (2-25—72). 

Provides guidance to sponsors of air¬ 
port development projects under the 
Airport Development Aid Program 
(ADAP) on the necessity for and con¬ 
duct of public hearings. 

150/5100—8 RequeM for Aid; Displaced 
Persons; Public Hearing*; Environ¬ 
mental Considerations; Opposition to 
the Project (1-19-71). 

Provides general guidance on the in¬ 
formation and coordination required in 
support of a request for aid for an air¬ 
port development project under the Air¬ 
port and Airway Development Act of 
1970. 

150/5100—9 Engineering Service* Under 
the Airport Development Aid Pro¬ 
gram (ADAP) (7-1-72). 

Provides guidance for airport sponsors 
and Federal Aviation Administration 
offices in the definition, selection, re¬ 
view. and approval of engineering serv¬ 
ices used under subject program. 

150/5100—10 Aeconnting Record* Guide 
for Airport Development Aid Pro¬ 
gram Sponsor* (5—15—72). 

Assists sponsors of Airport Develop¬ 
ment Aid Program (ADAP) projects in 
maintaining accounting records that will 
satisfy the recordkeeping and auditing 
requirements which are necessary to sup¬ 
port claims for progress and final pay¬ 
ments under the Airport and Airway 
Development Act of 1970 (Public Law 
91-258). 

150/5100—11 Land Acquisition and Re¬ 
location Assistance Under the Airport 
Development Aid Program (2—10— 
75). 

Provides guidance to sponsors of air¬ 
port development projects under the 
Airport Development Aid Program to 
meet the requirements of the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, (Public 
Law 91-646). 

SURPLUS AIRPORT PROPERTY CONVEYANCE 
PROGRAMS 

150/5150—2A Federal Surplus Personal 
Property for Public Airport Purposes 
(8-3-73). 

Acquaints public airport owners and 
other interested parties with the Federal 
Surplus Personal Property Program for 
public airports and to outline procedures 
to be used in applying for and acquiring 
surplus personal property for this 
purpose. 

130/5150-2A CH 1 (2-21-74). 

Adds material to paragraph 24. Chap¬ 
ter 6, which was inadvertently omitted in 
the Advisory Circular during prepara¬ 
tion. 

AIRPORT COMPLIANCE PROGRAM 

150/5190—1 Minimum Standard* fur 
Commercial Aeronautical Activities 
on Public Airports (8—18—66). 

Gives to owners of public airports in¬ 
formation helpful in the development 
and application of minimum standards 
for commercial aeronautical activities. 
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150/5190—2A Exclusive Rights at Air* 
ports (-1—4—72), 

Makes available to public airport own¬ 
ers, and to other interested persons, basic 
information and guidance on FAA’s 
policy regarding exclusive rights at pub¬ 
lic airports on which Federal funds, ad¬ 
ministered by FAA, have been expended. 

150/5190—2A CH 1 (10-2-72). 

Deletes the reference to the sale of 
aeronautical charts by the National 
Ocean Survey (formerly the U.S. Coast 
and Geodetic Survey) and to encourage 
airport owners to obtain UNICOM li¬ 
cense in their own names and make these 
facilities available to all fixed base op¬ 
erators. 

150/5190-34 Model Airport Hazard 
Zoning Ordinance (9—19—72). 

Provides a model airport hazard zon¬ 
ing ordinance for airports. The model 
ordinance is Intended merely as a guide 
to control manmade and natural hazards 
to aircraft and will require modifications 
and revisions to meet the varying cir¬ 
cumstances and the state and local laws. 

AIRPORT SAFETY—GENERAL 

150/5200—3A Bird Hazards to Aircraft 
(3-2-72). 

Transmits to the aviation public the 
latest published information concerning 
the reduction of bird strike hazards to 
aircraft in flight and in the vicinity of 
airports. 

150/5200—4 Foaming of Runwnp (12— 
21 - 66 ). 

Discusses runway foaming and sug¬ 
gests procedures for providing this 
service. 

150/5200—5 Considerations for the Im¬ 
provement of Airport Safety (2—2— 
67). 

Emphasizes that, in the interest of ac¬ 
cident/incident prevention, airport man¬ 
agement should conduct self-evaluations 
and operational safety inspections. An 
exchange of information and suggestions 
for the improvement of airport safety is 
also suggested. 

150/5200—6A Security of Aircraft at 
Airports (6-20-68). 

Directs attention to the problem of pil¬ 
ferage from aircraft on airports and sug¬ 
gests action to reduce pilferage and the 
hazards that may result therefrom. 

150/5200—7 Safety on Airports During 
Maintenance of Runway Lighting 
(1—24—68). 

Points out the possibility of an acci¬ 
dent occurring to airport employees 
caused by electrocution. 

150/5200—8 Use of Chemical Controls 
to Repel Flocks of Birds at Airports 
(5-2-68). 

Acquaints airport operators with new 
recommendations on the use of chemical 
methods for dispersing flocks of birds. 


150/5200—9 Bird Reactions and Scaring 
Devices (6-26—68). 

Transmits a report on bird species and 
their responses and reactions to scaring 
devices. 

150/5200—11 Airport Terminals and the 
Physically Handicapped (11—27—68). 

Discusses the problems of the physi¬ 
cally handicapped air traveler and sug-* 
gests features that can be incorporated 
in modification or new construction of 
airport terminal buildings. 

150/5200—12 Fire Department Rcupon- 
sibility in Protecting Evidence at the 
Scene of an Aircraft Accident (8—7— 
69). 

Furnishes general guidance for em¬ 
ployees of airport management and other 
personnel responsible for firefighting 
and rescue operations, at the scene of 
an aircraft accident, on the proper pres¬ 
entation of evidence. 

150/5200-13 Removal of Disabled Air¬ 
craft (8-27—70). 

Discusses the responsibility for dis¬ 
abled aircraft removal and emphasizes 
the need for prearranged agreements, 
plans, equipment, and improved coordi¬ 
nation for the expeditious removal of 
disabled aircraft from airport operating 
areas. It also illustrates some of the var¬ 
ious methods used, equipment employed, 
equipment available, and concepts for 
aircraft recovery. 

150/5200-14 Result* of 90-Day Trial 
Exorcise on Fire Department Activity 
(9-8-70). 

Transmits statistical data collected 
during a 90-day trial exercise conducted 
to determine the relationship between 
aircraft fire and rescue service activities 
and airport aeronautical operations. 

150/5200—15 Availability of the Inter¬ 
national Fire Service Training Asso¬ 
ciation's (IFSTA) Aircraft Fire 
Protection and Rescue Procedures 
Manual (9-11-70). 

Announces the availability of the sub¬ 
ject manual. 

150/5200-16 Announcement of Report 
AS-7L-1 “Minimum Needs for Air¬ 
port Fire Fighting and Rescue Serv¬ 
ices” Dated January 1971 (4—13— 

71) . 

Announces the availability of the sub¬ 
ject report and describes how to get it. 

150/5200—17 Emergency Plan (2—5— 

72) . 

Contains guidance material for airport 
management to use in developing an 
emergency plan at civil airports. 

150/3200-17 CH—1 (6-28-74). 

Provides additional guidance on care 
and services for uninjured aircraft pas¬ 
sengers. 

150/5200—18 Airport Safety Self-In¬ 
spection (2-5-72). 

Suggests functional responsibility, pro¬ 
cedures, a checklist, and schedule for an 
airport safety self-inspection. 


150/5200—19 Availability of Report No. 
FAA—RD—71-20 “An Analysis of Air¬ 
port Snow Removal and Ice Control” 
dated March 1971 (11-23-71). 

Announces the availability of subject 
report. 

150/3200—21 Announcing the Availabil¬ 
ity of U.S. Air Force Technical Order 
(T.O. 00—105—9) Aircraft Emer¬ 
gency Rescue Information (5—23- 

73). 

Explains the nature of the Technical 
Order and tells how it can be obtained 
by airport fire departments which are 
under the Airport Certification Program. 

150/5210-2 Airport Emergency Medi¬ 
cal Facilities and Services (9—3—64). 

Provides information and advice so 
that airports may take specific voluntary 
preplanning actions to assure at least 
minimum first-aid and medical readiness 
appropriate to the size of the airport in 
terms of permanent and transient per¬ 
sonnel. 

150/5210-4 FAA Aircraft Fire and He*- 
cuc Training Film, “Blanket for 
Survival” (10-27-65). 

Provides information on the purpose, 
content, and availability of the subject 
training film. 

150/5210—5 Painting, Marking, and 
Lighting of Vehicles Used on an 
Airport (8-31—66). 

Makes recommendations concerning 
safety, efficiency, and uniformity in the 
interest of vehicles used on the aircraft 
operational area of an airport. 

150/5210—6B Aircraft Fire and Rescue 
Facilities and Extinguishing Agent* 
(1-26-73). 

Outlines scales of protection consid¬ 
ered as the recommended level compared 
with the minimum level in Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulation Part 139.49 and tells how 
these levels were established from test 
and experience data. 

150/5210—6B CH 1 (8-22-73). 

Issues new guidance under paragraph 
9, and paragraph 12 of subject advisory 
circular. 

150/5210-6B CH 2 (5-21-74). 

Includes details on the basic purpose, 
care, and cleaning of proximity suite. 
Adds a new chapter 5—contains cri¬ 
teria intended for use in purchasing oflf- 
the-shelf design proximity suits. 

130/3210—7A Aircraft Fire and Rescue 
Communications (3—16—72). 

Provides guidance information for use 
by airport management in establishing 
communication and alarm facilities by 
which personnel required to respond to 
and function at aircraft ground emer¬ 
gencies may be alerted and supplied with 
necessary information. 

150/5210-8 Aircraft Firefighting ami 
Rescue Personnel and Personnel 
Clothing (1-13-67). 

Provides guidance concerning the 
manning of aircraft fire and rescue 
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trucks, the physical qualifications that 
personnel assigned to these trucks 
should meet, and the protective clothing 
with which they should be equipped. 

1.*50/ 521(1-9 Airport Fire Department 
Operating Procedures During Pe¬ 
riods of Low Visibility (10—27—67). 

Suggests training criteria which air¬ 
port management may use in developing 
minimum response tones for aircraft Are 
and rescue trucks daring periods of low 
visibility. 

150/5210—10 Airport Fire and Rescue 
Equipment Building Guide (12—7— 

67) . 

This title Is self-explanatory. 

150/3210—11 Response to Aircraft 
Emergencies (4-15-69). 

Informs airport operators and others 
of an existing need for reducing aircraft 
firefighting response time, and outlines a 
uniform response time goal of 2 minutes 
within aircraft operational areas on 
airports. 

150/5210—12 Fire and Rescue Service 
for Certificated Airports (3—2—72). 

Furnishes guidance and explains to 
Federal Aviation Administration <FAA) 
airport inspectors and airport manage¬ 
ment the minimum criteria to be applied 
when evaluating the aircraft fire and 
rescue service required at an airport for 
its compliance with the requirements of 
FAR Part 139. 

150/5210—13 Water Rescue Plant*, Fa¬ 
cilities, and Efpiipmciit (5—4—72). 

Suggests planning procedures facili¬ 
ties, and equipment to effectively per¬ 
form rescue operations when an aircraft 
lands in a body of water, swamp, or tidal 
area where normal aircraft firefighting 
and rescue service vehicles are unable to 
reach the accident scene. 

150/5220—1 Guide Specification for u 
Light-Weight Airport Fire and Res¬ 
cue Truck (7-24—64). 

Describes a vehicle with performance 
capabilities considered as minimum for 
an acceptable light rescue truck. 

150/5220—4 Water Supply Systems for 
Aircraft Fire and Rescue Protection 
(12-7-67). 

The title is self-explanatory. 

h>0/5220—6 Guide Specification for 
1,000-Gallon Tank Truck (1—10— 

68 ) . 

Assists airport management in the de¬ 
velopment of local procurement specifi¬ 
cations. 

150/5220—9 Aircraft Arresting System 
for Joint Civil/Military Airports 
(4-6-70). 

Updates existing policy and describes 
and illustrates the various types of mili¬ 
tary aircraft emergency arresting sys¬ 
tems that are now installed at various 
joint civil/military airports. It also in¬ 
forms users of criteria concerning in¬ 
stallations of such systems at joint civil/ 
military airports. 


NOTICES 

150/5220—10 Guide .Specification for 
Water/Foam Type Aircraft Fire and 
Rescue Trucks (5—26—72). 

Assists airport management in tha 
development of local procurement 
specifications. 

150/5220-10 CII 1 (12-4-72). 

Replaces information on weight dis¬ 
tribution and fire pump engines which 
was omitted when the subject circular 
was developed, consolidating informa¬ 
tion from four other circulars. 

150/3220-10 CH 2 (8-22-73). 

Expands 'the guidance under para¬ 
graph 14 of subject AC to permit the 
design of engine systems to operate in 
freezing temperatures for prolonged 
periods and to provide devices insula¬ 
tion materials, etc., to prevent the truck 
fire fighting system from freezing. 

150/5230—3 Fire Prevention During 
Aircraft Fueling Operation* (4—8— 
69). 

This advisory circular provides infor¬ 
mation on fire preventive measures 
which aircraft servicing personnel should 
observe during fueling operations. 

130/5240-7 A Fucl/Encrgy CoitMtrva* 
lion Guide for Airport Operators (2— 
19-74). 

Identifies potential areas where fuel 
and energy usage can be conserved to as¬ 
sist airport operators in their voluntary 
actions in reducing fuel and energy 
consumption. 

150/5280-1 Airport Operations Manual 
(6-16-72). 

Sets forth guidelines to assist airport 
operators in developing an Airport Op¬ 
erations Manual in compliance with the 
requirements of FAR Part 139. 

150/5280—2 Guidance for Airport Op- 
orators-Use of Notices to Airmen os 
Related to FAR Part 139 (2-12-74). 

Provides the airport operator with 
guidance on Notices to Airmen and as¬ 
sists him in understanding the system 
in relation to the requirements of FAR 
Part 139. 

DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION, AND MAINTE¬ 
NANCE—GENERAL 

150/5300—2C Airport Design* Stand¬ 
ard*—Site Requirements for Termi¬ 
nal Navigational Facilities (9—21— 
73). 

Provides information regarding the 
relative location and siting requirements 
for the terminal navigation facilities 
located on or close to an airport. 

150/5300-2C Cfl 1 (3-1-74). 

Transits a revised Fig. 2-12 correct¬ 
ing the guidance for the location of the 
ILS Middle Marker Beacon. 

150/5300—4B Utility Airports-^Air Ac¬ 
res* to National Transportation (6— 
24-75). 

Establishes design standards for util¬ 
ity airports which are constructed for 
and intended to be used by propeller- 
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driven aircraft of 12,500 pounds maxi¬ 
mum gross weight or less. 

130/5300—5 Airport Reference Point 
(9-26-68). 

Defines and presents the method fer 
calculating an airport reference point. 

150/5300—6 Airport Design Standard'.*. 
General Aviation Airport*, Basic and 
General Transport (7—14—69). Con¬ 
solidated Reprint August 1975 In¬ 
corporates Changes 1 and 2. 

Provides recommended design criteria 
for the development of larger than 
general utility airports. 

130/5300—7B FAA Policy on Facility 
Relocations Occasioned by Airport 
Improvement* or Changes (H—8— 
72). 

Reaffirms the aviation community of 
the FAA policy governing responsibility 
for funding relocation, replacement and 
modification to air traffic control and 
air navigation facilities that are made 
necessary by improvements or changes 
to the airport. 

150/5300—8 Planning and Design Cri¬ 
teria for Metropolitan STOL Port* 
(I 1-5—70). 

Provides the criteria recommended for 
the planning and design of STOL ports 
in metropolitan areas. 

150/5300-8 CII 1 (4—3—75). 

Transmits revised requirements for 
color coding of threshold and runway 
end lights on STOL runways. 

150/.>300—9 Predesign and Precon¬ 
struction Conference* (ADAP) Proj¬ 
ect* (9-10-73). 

Emphasizes the need for. and encour¬ 
ages the use of. predesign and precon¬ 
struction conferences as valuable tools In 
the administration of construction con¬ 
tracts funded under the ADAP. 

150/.>300—10 Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration Funded Study—Analysis of 
General Avialion Airport* Developed 
Vt ith and Witiiou* Federal Financial 
Assistance (7-21—75). 

Transmits the recommendations and 
conclusions of a study conducted for the 
FAA. Advises the public as to how they 
may obtain the reports. 

130/5320—5B Airport Drainage (7—1 — 
70). 

Provides guidance for engineers, air¬ 
port managers, and the public in the 
design and maintenance of airport drain¬ 
age systems. ($1.30 GPO.) TD 4.8.D78/ 
970. SN 050-007-00149-5. 

130/3320—6B Airport Pavement Design 
and Evaluation (5-28-74). 

Provides guidance to the public for the 
design and evaluation of pavements at 
civil airports. 

150/5320—6B CH 1 (11-18-74). 

Transmits several changes to the basic 
advisory circular. 
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150/5320—10 Environmental Enhance- 
nicnt at Airports—Industrial Waste 
Treatment (4—16—73). 

Provides basic information on the na¬ 
ture and treatment of industrial wastes 
produced at airports. 

150/5320-10 Cn 1 (11-18—74). 

150/5320—11 Runway Categorization— 
Aeronautical Studies—Airport Own¬ 
ers' Responsibilities (9—21—73). 

Emphasizes the need for airport own¬ 
ers to maintain runway and approach 
zone categories and locations on file with 
FAA so they may be given consideration 
under the regulations of FAR Part 77. 

150/5320—12 Methods for the Design, 
Construction, and Maintenance of 
Skid Resistant Airport Pavement Sur¬ 
faces (7-30-75). 

Provides guidance on methods that can 
be used to provide and maintain airport 
pavement surface friction characteris¬ 
tics. 

150/5325—2C Airport Design Stand¬ 
ard*—Air Carrier Airport*—Surface 
Gradient and Line-of-Sighl (2—6— 
75). 

Establishes design standards for air¬ 
ports served by certificated air carriers 
to assist engineers in (1) designing the 
gradients of airports surface areas used 
to accommodate the landing, takeoff, 
and other ground movement require¬ 
ment of airplanes while (2) providing 
adequate line of sight between airplanes 
operating on airports. 

150/5325—2C CH 1 (4-21-75). 

Transmits revised criteria for unob¬ 
structed line-of-slght along individual 
runways and between intersecting run¬ 
ways. 

150/5325—3 Background Information 
on the Aircraft Performance Curves 
for I.arge Airplanes (1—26—65). 
Consolidated Reprint May 1974. 
Includes Change 1. 

Provides airport designers with infor¬ 
mation on aircraft performance curves 
for design which will assist them in an 
objective interpretation of the data used 
for runway length determination. 

150/5325—1 Runway length Require¬ 
ments for Airport Design (4—5—65). 
Consolidated Reprint August 1974 
Includes Changes 1 through 8. 

Presents aircraft performance curves 
and sets forth standards for the deter¬ 
mination of runway lengths to be pro¬ 
vided at airports. The use of these stand¬ 
ards is required for project activity 
under the Federal-Aid Airport Program 
when a specific critical aircraft is con¬ 
sidered as the basis for the design of a 
runway. 

150/5325—1 CHG 9 (8-15-75). 
150/5325—5B Aircraf; data (7—30-75). 

Presents a listing of principal dimen¬ 
sions of aircraft affecting airport design 
for guidance in airport development. 

150/5325—6A Airport Design Stand¬ 
ards—Effect* and Treatment of Jet 
Blast (7-13-72). 

Presents criteria on the jet engine 
blast velocities associated with aircraft 


in common use in air carrier service, the 
effects of these blast velocities during 
ground operations, and suggested means 
to counteract or minimize these effects. 

150/5325—8 Compass Calibration Pad 
(5-8-69). 

Provides guidelines for the design, 
location on the airport, and construc¬ 
tion of a compass calibration pad, and 
basic information concerning its use in 
determining the deviation error in an 
aircraft magnetic compass. 

150/5335—1A Airport Design Stand¬ 
ard*-Virports Serviced hy Air Car¬ 
riers-Taxi ways (5—15—70). 

Provides criteria on taxiway design 
for airports served by certificated route 
air carriers with present airplanes and 
those anticipated in the near future. 
150/5335—1A CH 1 (10-1-73). 

Transmits revised pages to the subject 
advisory circular. 

150/5335—2 Aii>ort Apron* (1—27—65). 

Provides the criteria for airport aprons 
which are acceptable in accomplishing a 
project meeting the eligibility require¬ 
ments of the Federal-aid Airport Pro¬ 
gram. 

150/5335—3 Airport Design Stand¬ 
ards—Airports Served hy Air Car¬ 
riers—Bridges and Tunnels on Air¬ 
ports (4—19—71). 

Provides general guidance to those 
contemplating the construction of a 
bridge-type structure to allow aircraft to 
cross over an essential surface transpor¬ 
tation mode. 

150/5335-3 CH l (3-30-73). 
Transmits revised pages. 

150/5335—4 Airport Design Standards— 
Airport* Served by Air Carriers— 
Runway Geometric* (7—21—75). 

Provides criteria on runway geometric 
design for airports served by certificated 
route air carriers. 

150/5340—ID Marking of Paved Areas 
on Airport* (1—19—73). 

Describes standards for marking serv¬ 
iceable runways and taxiways as well as 
deceptive, closed, and hazardous areas 
on airports. 

150/5340—4C Installation Details for 
Runway Centerline and Touchdown 
Zone Lighting System* (5-6-75). 

Describes standards for the design and 
Installation of runway centerline and 
touchdown zone lighting systems. 

150/5340—4C Cli 1 (11-14-75). 

150/5340—5A Segmented Circle Airport 
Marker System (9—10—71). 

Sets forth standards for a system of 
airport marking consisting of certain 
pilot aids and traffic control devices. 

150/5340—8 Airport 51-foot Tubular 
Reacon Tower (6—11—64). 

Provides design and installation de¬ 
tails on the subject tower. 


150/5340—14B Economy Approach 
Lighting Aid* (6—19—70). 

Describes standards for the design, 
selection, sitting, and maintenance of 
economy approach lighting aids. 

150/5340-14B CH 1 (6-24-73). 

Transmits equipment specifications for 
an omnidirectional lead in approach light 
system. 

150/5340—14B CH 2 (2-11-75). 

Provides equipment specifications for 
an omnidirectional runway end identifier 
light system (REIL). 

150/5340—17A Standby Power for Non* 
FAA Airpt>rt Lighting System* (3- 
19-71). 

Describes standards for the design, in¬ 
stallation, and maintenance of standby 
power for nonagency owned airport 
visual aids associated with the National 
Airspace System (NAS). 

150/5340—18 Taxiway Guidance Svslcm 
(9-27-68). 

Describes the recommended standards 
for design, installation, and maintenance 
of a taxiway guidance sign system. 

150/5340—19 Taxiway Centerline Light¬ 
ing System (11—14—68). 

Describes the recommended standards 
for design. Installation, and maintenance 
of a taxiway centerline lighting system 

150/5340—20 Installation Detail* and 
Maintenance Standards for Re¬ 
flective Marker* for Airport Runway 
and Taxiway Centerline* (2—17—69). 
Describes standards for the installa¬ 
tion and maintenance of reflective mark¬ 
ers for airport runway and taxiway 
centerlines. 

150/5310—2 J Air|»ort Miscellaneous 
Lighting Visual Aids (3—25—71). 

Describes standards for the system de¬ 
sign, Installation, inspection, testing, and 
maintenance of airport miscellaneous 
visual aids; i.e., airport beacons, beacon 
towers, wind cones, wind tees, and ob¬ 
struction lights. 

150/5340—22 Maintenance Guide for 
Determining Degradation and Clean¬ 
ing of Centerline and Touchdown 
Zone Lights (4—20—71). 

Contains maintenance recommenda¬ 
tions for determining degradation and 
cleaning of centerline and touchdown 
zone lights installed in airport pave¬ 
ment. 

150/5340-22 CH 1 (6-23-71). 

Transmits a page change to subject 
advisory circular. 

150/5340-23 Guide for Location of 
Supplemental Wind Cone* (8-21- 
71). 

Describes standards for the perform¬ 
ance and location of supplemental wind 
cones. 

150/5340-24 Runway and Taxiway 
Edge Lighting System (9—3—75). 

Describes standards for the design, in¬ 
stallation, and maintenance of runway 
and taxiway edge lighting. 
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1.»0/5315-1D Approved Airport Light¬ 
ing Equipment (4—11—73)* 

Contains lists of approved airport 
lighting equipment and manufacturers 
qualified to supply their product in ac¬ 
cordance with the indicated specifica¬ 
tion requirements. 

150/5345—11) CH 1 (11-1-73). 

Transmits additions and revisions to 
the lists of approved equipment and 
manufacturers. 

150/5345—2 Specification for L—810 
Obstruction Light (11-4—63). 

Required for FAAP project activity. 
150/5345-2 CI1 1 (40-20-66). 

Transmits page changes to the subject 
advisory circular. This change provides 
for a new Alloy 360 in the die casting 
process. 

150/5345—3B Specification for L-82I 
Airport Lighting Panel for Remote 
Control of Airport Lighting (4—21— 
72). 

Describes the specification require¬ 
ments for an airport lighting control 
panel for the remote control of airport 
lighting circuits and is published by the 
Federal Aviation Administration for the 
guidance of the public. 

150/5345—4 Specification for I/-892 
Internally Lighted Airport Taxi Guid¬ 
ance Sign (10-15-63). 

Required for FAAP project activity. 
150/5345-4 CII 1 (10-28-66). 

Transmits page changes to the subject 
advisory circular. This change provides 
for a new Alloy 360 in the die casting 
process. 

150/5345—5 Specification for L—847 
Circuit Selector Switch, 5,000 Volt 
20 Ampere (9-3-63). 

Required for FAAP project activity. 

150/5345—711 Specification for Iv— 824 
Underground Electrical Cables for 
Airport Lighting Circuits (3-18—71). 

Describes the specification require¬ 
ments for underground electrical cables 
for airport lighting circuits. Published 
by the FAA for the guidance of the 
public. 

150/5345— IOC Specification for I,—828 
Constant Current Regulator*; (10— 
22-71). 

Describes the subject specification re¬ 
quirements and is published by the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration for the 
guidance of the public. 

150/5345—11 Specification for ls-812 
Static Indoor Type Constant Current 
Regulator Assembly, 4 Kw and 7 Yl 
Kw, With Brightness Control for Re¬ 
mote Operations (3—2—6-1). 

Required for FAAP project activity. 

150/5345—12A Specification for L-801 
Beacon (5—12—67). Consolidated Re¬ 
print November 1974. Includes 
Change 1. 

Describes the subject specification re¬ 
quirements. 


150/5345—13 Specification for L-841 
Auxiliary Relay Cabinet Assembly for 
Pilot Control of Airport Lighting Cir¬ 
cuits (1-6-64). 

Required for FAAP project activity. 

150/5345—18 Specification for L—811 
Static Indoor Type Constant Current 
Regulator Assembly, 4 Kw; With 
Brightness Control and Him way Se¬ 
lection for Direct Operation (3—3— 
64). 

Required for FAAP project activity. 
150/5345-18 CH 1 (5-28-64). 

Advises that a detail requirement is 
not applicable to the circular. 

150/5345—21 Specification for L813 
Static Indoor Type Constant Current 
Regulator Assembly; 4 Kw and 7V6 
Kw; for Remote Operation of Taxi¬ 
way Lights (7-28-64). 

Describes the subject specification 
requirements. 

150/5345—26A Specification for L-823 
Plug and Receptacle, Cable Connec¬ 
tors (5— 4 —7I)• 

Describes the subject specification 
requirements. 

150/5345—26A Ch 1 (9-11-75). 

150/5345—27A Specification for I/-807 
Eight-foot and Twelve-foot Unlightcd 
or Externally Lighted Wind Cone As¬ 
semblies (6—16—69). 

Describes the subject specification 
requirement for a hinged steel pole 
support, an anodized tapered aluminum 
hinged base pole support, and an “A" 
frame fixed support with a pivoted 
center pipe support. 

150/5345—28B Specification for I/-851 
Visual Approach Sope Indicators 
and Accessories (2-16-72). 

Describes the specification require¬ 
ments for visual approach slope indicator 
(VASD and simple abbreviated visual 
approach slope indicator (SAVASD 
equipment and accessories. 

150/5345—30A Specification for I/—816 
Electrical Wire for Lighting Circuits 
To Be Installed in Airport Pavements 
(2-3-67). 

Describes, for the guidance of the pub¬ 
lic. subject specification requirements 
for electrical wire. 

150/5345—36 Specification for Iv—808 
Lighted Wind Tee (2—3—65). 

Describes the subject specification 
requirements. 

150/5315—39A FAA Specification L— 
853, Runway and Taxiway Centerline 
Retroreflectivc Markers (9-17-71). 

Describes specification requirements 
for L-853 Runway and Taxiway Retro- 
reflective markers, for the guidance of 
the public. 

150/5345—42A FAA Specification L- 
857, Airport Light Bases, Trans¬ 
former Housing und Junction Boxes 
(10—4—73). 

Describes specification requirements 
for airport light bases, transformer 


housing and junction boxes for the guid¬ 
ance of the public. 

150/5345-42A Ch 1 (11-14-75). 

150/5345—43B FAA/DOD Specification 
L-856, High Intensity Obstruction 
Lighting Systems (11-1-73). 

Contains equipment specifications for 
high intensity obstruction lighting 
systems. 

150/5345—44A Specification for L—858 
Retroreflectivc Taxiwav Guidance 
Signs (7-20-71). 

Describes the specification for retro- 
reflective taxiway guidance signs. 

150/5345—45 Lightweight Approach 
Light Structure (5—10—73). 

Presents the specifications for light¬ 
weight structures for supporting lights 
as used in visual navigational aid 
systems. 

150/5345—46 Specification for Semi- 
flush Airport Lights (7—11—75). 

Establishes the performance require¬ 
ments and pertinent construction details 
for omnidirectional, unidirectional, and 
bidirectional semiflush inset light assem¬ 
blies to be used for lighting airport run¬ 
ways and taxiways. 

150/5345-46 Ch 1 (9-9-75). 

150/5345—47 Isolation Transformers 
for Airport Lighting Systems (7- 
28-75). 

Contains the specifications require¬ 
ments for series-to-series isolation trans¬ 
formers for use in airport lighting 
systems. 

150/5345—18 Specification for Runway 
and Taxiway Edge Lights (8—1—75). 

Contains the specification require¬ 
ments for airport runway and taxiway 
edge lights for the guidance of the public. 

150/5355—1A International Signs to Fa¬ 
cilitate Passengers Using Airports 
(11—3—71). 

Informs airport authorities of the de¬ 
sirability to provide international signs 
and diagrammatic maps within terminal 
buildings and of the need for clearly 
marked road signs for airports. 

150/5355—2 Fallout Shelters in Termi¬ 
nal Buildings (4—1—69). 

Furnishes guidance for the planning 
and design of fallout shelters hi airport 
terminal buildings. 

150/5360—2 Airport Cargo Facilities 
(1-6-64). 

Provides guidance material on air 
cargo facilities. 

150/5360—3 Federal Inspection Service 
Facilities at International Airports 
(4-1-66). 

Describes and illustrates recommended 
facilities for inspection of passengers, 
baggage, and cargo entering the United 
States through international airport ter¬ 
minals. The material is for the guidance 
of architect-engineers and others inter¬ 
ested in the planning and design of these 
airport facilities. 
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150/5370-2A Operational Safely on 
Airports With Emphasis on Safety 
During Construction (6—20—75). 

Presents guidelines concerning opera¬ 
tional safety on airports with special em¬ 
phasis on safety during periods of con¬ 
struction activity. 

150/5370—4 Procedures Guide for Using 
the Standurd Specification* for Con¬ 
struction of Airport# (5—29—69). 
Provides guidance to the public in the 
use and application of the Standard 
Specifications for Construction of 
Airports. 

150/5370—5A Offshore Airports (2—21— 
75). 

Announces to the public the availabil¬ 
ity of a two-volume report on offshore 
airport planning and construction 
methods and how to obtain the report. 

150/5370-6 Construction Progress and 
Inspection Report—Federal-Aid Air¬ 
port Program (3—16—70). 

Provides for a report on construction 
progress and inspection of Federal-aid 
Airport Program (FAAP) projects, sug¬ 
gests a form for the report, and recom¬ 
mends use of the form unless other 
arrangements exist to obtain the type of 
Information provided by the form. 

150/5370—7 Airport Construction Con¬ 
trols To Prevent Air and Water Pol¬ 
lution (‘1—26-71). 

Supplies guidance material on compli¬ 
ance with air and water standards dur¬ 
ing construction of airports developed 
under the Airport and Airway Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1970. 

150/5370—9 Slip-Form Paving—Port¬ 
land Cement Concrete (6—7—73). 

Transmits guidance for the construc¬ 
tion of Portland Cement Concrete pave¬ 
ments by the slip-form method. 

150/5370—10 Standards for Specifying 
Construction of Airports (10—24— 
74). 

Provides construction standards usual¬ 
ly used to specify grading, drainage, pav¬ 
ing, lighting, fencing, and turfing items 
of work on civil airports. ($7.25 GPO) 

TD 4.24:974. SN 050-007-00264-5. 

150/5380—2A Snow Removal Tech¬ 
niques Where In-Pavement Fighting 
Systems Are Installed (12—24—64). 

Provides information on damage to in¬ 
pavement lighting fixtures by snow re¬ 
moval equipment and recommends pro¬ 
cedures to avoid such damage. 

150/5380—1 Ramp Operations During 
Periods of Snow and Ice Accumula¬ 
tion (9—11—68). 

Directs attention to an increased ac¬ 
cident potential when snow or ice accu¬ 
mulates on the surfaces of ramps and 
aircraft parking and holding areas and 
suggests some measures to reduce tills 
potential. 

150/5380-5 Debris Hazards at Civil Air¬ 
ports (3-8—71). 

Discusses problems of debris at air¬ 
ports, gives Information on foreign ob¬ 
jects, and tells how to eliminate such 
objects from operational areas. 


150/5390-1A Heliport Design Guide 
(11-5-69). 

Contains design guidance material for 
the development of heliports, both sur¬ 
face and elevated. ($1.50 GPO.) TD 
4.108:H36. SN 050-008-00002-9. 

Planning Grant Program 

150/5900—1A The Planning Grant Pro¬ 
gram for Airports (9—26—74). 

Offers guidance to the sponsors of air¬ 
port system plans and airport master 
plans on how to participate in the FAA's 
Planning Grant Program. It describes 
the application process and the admin¬ 
istrative procedures to be followed in 
performing planning projects. 

Air Navigational Facilities 
Subject No. 170 

170—3R Distance Measuring Equipment 
(DME) (11-8-65). 

Presents Information on DME and 
some of its uses to pilots unfamiliar with 
this navigational aid. 

170—6A Use of Radio Navigation Test 
Generators (3—30—66). 

Gives information received from the 
Federal Communications Commission as 
to the frequencies on which the FCC will 
license test generators (used to radiate a 
radio navigation signal) within the scope 
of its regulations and gives additional 
information to assist the user when 
checking aircraft navigation receivers. 

170-8 Use of Common Freqncncics for 
Instrument I .muling Systems Located 
on Opposite Ends of the Same Run¬ 
way (11—7—66). 

In the future, common frequencies may 
be assigned to like components of two in¬ 
strument landing systems serving oppo¬ 
site ends of the same runway. This will 
include the localizers, glide slopes, and 
associated outer and middle marker com¬ 
pass locators (LOM and LMM). 

170—9 Criteria for Acceptance of Owner¬ 
ship and Servicing of Civil Aviation 
Interest (s) Navigational and Air 
Traffic Control Systems and Equip¬ 
ment (11—26—68). 

Contains a revised FAA policy under 
which the FAA accepts conditional own¬ 
ership of equipment and systems from 
civil aviation interests, without the use 
of Federal funds, and operates, main¬ 
tains. and provides the logistic support 
of such equipment. 

170—10 FAA Recommendations to FCC 
on Licensing of Non-Fcdcral Radio 
Navigation Aids (10-17-69). 

Gives background information and de¬ 
scribes the basis for recommendations to 
be made by the FAA to the Federal Com¬ 
munications Commission (FCC) regard¬ 
ing licensing of radio navigation aids. 

170—11 Amendment of Federal Aviation 
Regulation Part 171 (FAR—171)—— 
Cost of Flight and Ground Inspec¬ 
tions (9—17—70). 

Alerts the public to the amendment to 
FAR Part 171 pertaining to the payment 
of ground and flight inspection charges 
prior to the issuance of an approved IFR 
procedure. 


170-12 Implementatoin of 50 KHz/Y 
Channels for ILS/VOR/DME (10- 
7-70). 

Advises aircraft owners, operators and 
radio equipment manufacturers of plans 
for future implementation of split chan¬ 
nel assignments in the aeronautical 
radio navigation bands. 

Administrative 

Subject No. 180 

183—30A FAA Designated Mechanic Ex¬ 
aminers Directory (1—10—74). 

Provides a revised directory of all FAA 
designated mechanic examiners as of 
March 1,1974. 

183—31R FAA Designated Parachute 
Rigger Examiner Directory (4—2— 
74). 

Provides a new directory of all FAA 
designated parachute rigger examiners 
as of March 1.1974. 

183.29—1H Designated Engineering 
Representatives (7—1—75). 

Lists FAA-approved Designated En¬ 
gineering Representatives who are avail¬ 
able for consulting work. 

Flight Information 

Subject No. 210 

210—1A National Notice to Airmen Sys¬ 
tem (12-10-75). 

Announces FAA policy for the prepara¬ 
tion and issuance of essential flight in¬ 
formation to pilots and other aviation 
Interests. 

210— 3 National Notice to Airmen Sys¬ 
tem—Elimination of NOTAM Code 
(5-22-70). 

Announces changes In criteria and 
procedures for the Notice to Airmen Sys¬ 
tem required to accommodate the trans¬ 
mission of all domestic Notice to Airmen 
data in clear contracted language and 
eliminate use of the NOTAM code on the 
domestic service A circuits. 

211— 2 Recommended Standards for IFR 
Aeronautical Charts (3—20—67). 

Sets forth standards recommended by 
the Federal Aviation Administration for 
th e gui dance of the public in the issuance 
of IFR aeronautical charts for use in the 
National Airspace System (NAS). 

Advisory Circulars For Sale 

This List contains those circulars that 
are sold by the Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments. (See numerical index for appro¬ 
priate price, sequential lettering, if any, 
and date, etc.) 

Acceptable Methods, Techniques, and Prac¬ 
tices—Aircraft Alterations, AC 43.13-2. 
Acceptable Methods, Techniques, and Prac¬ 
tices—Aircraft Inspection and Repair, AC 
43.13-1. 

Aircraft Dispatcher Written Test Guide, AC 
65—4. 

Airframe and Powerplant Mechanics Air¬ 
frame Handbook, AC 65-15. 

Airframe and Powerplant Mechanics Certi¬ 
fication Guide, AC 65-2. 

Airframe and Powerplant Mechanics Certi¬ 
fication Information. AC 65-11. 

Airframe and Powerplant Mechanics—Gen¬ 
eral Handbook, AC 65-9. 

Airframe and Powerplant Mechanics Power- 
plant Handbook, AC 65-12. 
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Airline Transport Pilot—Airplane Practical 
Test Guide. AC 61-49. 

Airline Transport Pilot—Airplane—Practical 
Test Guide (Part 61 Revised). AC 61-77. 

Airline Transport Pilot (Airplane) Written 
Test Guide. AC 61-18 

Airline Transport Pilot (Helicopter) Written 
Test Guide. AC 61-42. 

Airplane Flight Instructor Written Test 
Guide. AC 61-11. 

Airport Drainage, AC 160/5320-5. 

Airport Master Plana. AC 150/5070-6. 

Aviation Weather. AC 00-6. 

Aviation Weather Services, AC 00-45. 

Basic Gilder Criteria Handbook. AC 21-3. 

Baalc Helicopter Handbook. AC 61-13. 

Commercial Pilot Airplane Flight Test Guide. 
AC 61-65. 

Commercial Pilot Written Test Guide. AC 
61-28. 

Commercial Pilot Airplane Written Test 
Guide. AC 61-71. 

Federal Aviation Regulations Written Test 
Guide for Private. Commercial, and Mili¬ 
tary Pilots, AC 61-34. 

Flight Engineer Written Test Guide, AC 63-1. 

Flight Instructor Instrument—Airplane— 
Written Te3t Guide. AC 61-70. 

Flight Instructor Practical Test Guide, AC 
61-14. 

Flight Instructor Practical Test Guide, AC 
61-58. 

Flight Instructor Airplane Written Test 
Guide. AC 61-72. 

Flight Instructor’s Handbook, AC 61-16. 

Flight Test Guide—Commercial Pilot. Air¬ 
plane. AC 61.117-1. 

Flight Test Guide—Gyroplane, Private and 
Commercial, AC 61-30. 

Flight Test Guide—Helicopter, Private and 
Commercial Pilot, AC 61-25. 

Flight Test Guide—Instrument Pilot Air¬ 
plane, AC 61-17. 

Flight Test Guide (Part 61 revised)—Instru¬ 
ment Pilot Airplane, AC 61-56. 

Flight Test Guide—Instrument Pilot Heli¬ 
copter, AC 61-64. 

Flight Test Guide (Part 61 revised)—Private 
Airplane, AC 61-54. 

Flight Te3t Guide—Private Pilot—Airplane— 
Single Engine. AC 61-3. 

Flight Navigator Written Test Guide. AC 

63-2. 

Flight Training Handbook, AC 61-21. 

Forming and Operating a Flying Club. AC 
00-25. 

Oeneral Aviation Inspection Aids, Summary, 
AC 20-7. 

Ground Instructor—Instrument—Written 
Test Guide, AC 143-2. 

Ground Instructor Written Test Guide— 
Basic and Advanced. AC 143-1. 

Guide to Drug Hazards in Aviation Medicine. 
AC 91.11-1. 

Heliport Design Guide, AC 150/5390-1. 

Instrument Flight Instructor Written Test 
Guide. AC 61-29. 

Instrument Flying Handbook, AC 61-27. 

Instrument Rating (Airplane) Written Test 
Guide. AC 61-8. 

Medical Handbook for Pilots, AC 67-2. 

Multiengine Airplane Class and Type Rating, 
AC 61-57. 

Multiengine Airplane Class and Type Rat¬ 
ing-Flight Test Guide. AC 61-4. 

Nondestructive Testing in Aircraft. AC 43-3. 

Parachute Rigger Certification Guide. AC 

65-5. 

Personal Aircraft Inspection Handbook. AC 

20-9. 

Pilot Transition Courses for Complex Single- 
engine and Light. Twin-engine Airplanes, 
AC 61-9. 

Pilot's Handbook of Aeronautical Knowledge, 
AC 61-23. 

Pilot's Weight and Balance Handbook, AC 
91-23. 


Planning the Metropolitan Airport 8ystem, 
AC 150/6070-5. 

Planning the State Airport System, AC 150/ 
5050-3. 

Private and Commercial Pilot, Flight Test 
Guide, AC 61-59. 

Private and Commercial Pilot Glider, Flight 
Test Guide, AC 61-61. 

Private and Commercial Pilot Oyroplane, 
Flight Test Guide. AC 61-60. 

Private and Commercial Pilots Refresher 
Courses. AC 61-10. 

Private Pilot (Airplane) Flight Training 
Guide, AC 61-2. 

Private Pilot Written Test Guide, AC 61-32. 
Standards for Specifying Construction of Air¬ 
ports, AC 150/5370-10. 

Student Pilot Guide. AC 61-12. 

Terrain Flying. AC 91-15. 

Ultrasonic Nondestructive Testing for Air¬ 
craft. AC 43-7. 

U.S. Civil Aircraft Register. AC 20-6. 

Written Test Guide, Flight Instructor— 
Gilder. AC 61-75. 

Written Test Guide. Flight Instructor— 
Rotorcraft-Helicopter, AC 61-74. 

Internal Publications 

Contractions Handbook, 7340.1E (10—1— 
75). 

Gives approved word and phrase con¬ 
tractions used by personnel connected 
with air traffic control, communications, 
weather, charting, and associated serv¬ 
ices. ($11.15—$13.95 foreign Sub.—GPO.) , 
TD 4.308:076/97. 

Location Identifiers. 7350.IF (1—1—76). 

Incorporates all authorized 3-letter 
location identifiers for special use in 
United States, worldwide, and Canadian 
assignments. ($11.70—$14.65 foreign 
Sub.—GPO. ) TD 4.310:. 

Notice 

The effective date of this publication 
has been delayed from Jan. 1 , 1976 to 
on or about April 1, 1976. Notification of 
the exact effective date will be made 
to the aviation public via GENOT, 
NOT AMS, AIM, International NOT AMS, 
and in the next issue of this checklist. 

Air Traffic Control Handbook, 7110.65 
(1—1—76). 

Prescribes air traffic control proce¬ 
dures and phraseology for use by person¬ 
nel providing air traffic control services. 
Controllers are required to be familiar 
with the provisions of this handbook 
which pertain to their operational re¬ 
sponsibility and to exercise their best 
judgment if they encounter situations not 
covered by it. This handbook cancels 
7111.9D and 7110.8D. ($14.75—$18.45 for¬ 
eign. Sub.—GPO.) TD 4.308 :AI 7/3. 

Flight Services. 7110.10C (1-1-75). 

Tills handbook consists of two parts. 
Part I, the basic, prescribes procedures 
and phraseology for use by personnel 
providing flight assistance and commu¬ 
nications services. Part II. the teletype¬ 
writer portion, includes Services A and B 
teletypewriter operating procedures, per¬ 
tinent International Teletypewriter Pro¬ 
cedures, and the conterminous U.S. Serv¬ 
ice A Weather Schedules. ($18.30—$22.90 
foreign Sub.—GPO.) TD 4.308: F 64/97. 
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Internalional Flight Information Manual, 
Vol. 23 (April 1975). 

This Manual is primarily designed as a 
preflight and planning guide for use by 
U.S. nonscheduled operators, business 
and private aviators contemplating 
flights outside of the United States. 

The Manual, which is complemented by 
the International Notams publication, 
contains foreign entry requirements, a 
directory of aerodromes of entry includ¬ 
ing operational data, and pertinent regu¬ 
lations. and restrictions. It also contains 
passport, visa, and health requirements 
for each country. Published annually 
with quarterly amendments. $5.45; 
$6.85 foreign—Annual Sub. GPO.) TD 
4.309: 21. 

International Notams. 

Covers notices on navigational facili¬ 
ties and information on associated aero¬ 
nautical data generally classified as 
“Special Notices/' Acts as a notice-to- 
airmen service only. Published weekly. 
($28.10 domestic—$35.15 foreign—An¬ 
nual Sub. GPO.) TD 4.11:, 

Airman's Information Manual: 

Part 1—Basic Flight Manual and ATC 
Procedures. 

This part is issued quarterly and con¬ 
tains basic fundamentals required to fly 
in the National Airspace System; adverse 
factors affecting Safety of Flight; Health 
and Medical Facts of interest to pilots; 
ATC information affecting rules, regula¬ 
tions, and procedures; a Glossary of 
Aeronautical Terms; U.S. Entry and 
Departure Procedures, including Air¬ 
ports of Entry and Landing Rights Air¬ 
ports; Air Defense Identification Zones 
(ADIZ); Designated Mountainous Areas, 
Scatana, and Emergency Procedures. 
(Annual Sub. $7.60, Foreign mailing— 
$1.90 additional. GPO.) TD 4.12: pt. 1/. 

Part 2—Airport Directory. 

This part is issued semiannually and 
contains a Directory of all Airports, Sea¬ 
plane Bases, and Heliports in the con¬ 
terminous United States, Puerto Rico, 
and the Virgin Islands which are avail¬ 
able for transient civil use. It includes 
all of their facilities and services, except 
communications, in codified form. Those 
airports with communications are also 
listed in Part 3 which reflects their radio 
facilities. A list of new and permanently 
closed airports which updates this part is 
contained in Part 3. 

Included, also, is a list of selected Com¬ 
mercial Broadcast Stations of 100 watts 
or more of power and Flight Service 
Stations and National Weather Service 
telephone numbers. (Annual Sub. $7, 
Foreign mailing—$1.75 additional. GPO.) 
TD 4.12: pt. 2/. 


Special Notice 

Parts 3 and 3A are now sold as 
separate subscriptions to enable 
the public to purchase only the in¬ 
formation they require. 
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NOTICES 


Purl 3—Operational Data. 

Part 3 is issued every 56 days and con¬ 
tains an Airport-Facility Directory of all 
major airports with control towers and/ 
or instrument landing systems; a tabula¬ 
tion of Air Navigation Radio Aids; Spe¬ 
cial, General, Area Notices; a tabulation 
of New and Permanently Closed Airports 
(which updates Part 2), and supplemen¬ 
tal data to Part 4. (Annual subscription 
$30.50; $38.15 foreign mailing. GPO.) 
TD4.12: pt.3. 

Part 3A—Notices to Airmen. 

Part 3 is issued every 56 days and con- 
contains current Notices to Airmen con¬ 
sidered essential to the safety of flight 
as well as supplemental data to Parts 3 
and 4. (Annual subscription $20.55; 
$25.70 foreign mailing. GPO.) TD 4.12: 
pt. 3A. 

Part *1—Graphic Notices—Supplemen¬ 
tal Data. 

Part 4 is issued quarterly and con¬ 
tains abbreviations used in all parts of 
AIM; Parachute Jump Areas; VOR 
Receiver Check Points; Special Notice 
Area Graphics; and Heavy Wagon and 
Oil Burner Routes. 

Future editions will be expanded to 
include Special Terminal Area Charts 
and data not subject to frequent change. 
(Annual Sub. $14.40, Foreign Mailing— 
$3.60 additional. GPO.) TD 4.12: pt 4/. 

Aircraft Type Certificate Data Sheets and 
Specifications (January 1974). 

Contains all current aircraft specifica¬ 
tions and type certificate data sheets. 
Subscription service includes the reprint 
which incorporates effective material 
previously issued by the FA A through 
December 1973, and monthly supple¬ 
ments for an indefinite period. ($84.55— 
Sub., Foreign mailing—$21.15 additional. 
GPO.) TD 4.15: 974. 

Aircraft Knginc and PropelUsr Type Cer¬ 
tificate Data Sheets and Spec ill catkins 
(January 1974). 

Contains all current aircraft engine 
and propeller type certificate data 
sheets and specifications. Subscription 
service includes the reprint which in¬ 
corporates effective material previously 
issued by the FAA through December 
1973. and monthly supplements for an 
indefinite period. ($35.10—Sub., Foreign 
mailing—$8.80 additional. GPO.) TD 
4.15/2:974. 

Summary of Supplemental Type Certifi¬ 
cate*. 

Contains all supplemental type certifi¬ 
cates issued by FAA regarding design 
changes in aircraft, engines, or pro¬ 
pellers. List includes description of 
change, the model and type certificate 
number, the supplemental type certifi¬ 
cate number, and the holder of the 
change. Quarterly supplements provided. 
($41.75—Sub., Foreign mailing—$10.45 
additional. GPO.) TD 4.36:974. 


NOTICE 

The January 1976 issues of the Sum¬ 
mary of Airworthiness Directives—Vol¬ 
umes I and II, will be sold and distrib¬ 
uted for the Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments by the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration from Oklahoma City, Okla¬ 
homa. Requests for subscriptions to 
either of these publications should be 
sent to: 

US. Department of Transportation, Federal 
Aviation Administration, P.O. Box 25461, 
Attn: AAC-23, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73125. 

Subscription service will consist of the 
summary and automatic biweekly up¬ 
dates to each summary for a 2-year pe¬ 
riod. Make certified checks or money 
orders payable to Federal Aviation 
Administration. 

Summary of Airworthiness Directive* for 
Small Aircraft (1—1—76) Volume I. 

Presents, in volume form, all the Air¬ 
worthiness Directives for small aircraft 
issued through December 31, 1975. AD's 
for engines, propeller, and equipment are 
included In each volume. Each volume 
is arranged alphabetically by product 
manufacturer. ($14.00 plus $3.50 addi¬ 
tional for foreign mailing.) SN 050-007- 
00306-4. 

Summary of Airworthitu*** Directive* for 
Large Aircraft (1—1—76) Volume II. 

Presents, in volume form, all the Air¬ 
worthiness Directives for large aircraft 
(over 12,500 pounds maximum certifi¬ 
cated takeoff weight) issued through 
December 31, 1975. AD’s for engines, 
propellers, and equipment are included 


in each volume. ($13.00 plus $3.25 addi¬ 
tional for foreign mailing). SN 050-007- 
00307-2. 

STATUS OF THE FEDERAL AVIATION 
REGULATIONS AS OF JANUARY 15, 
1976. 

The FAA publishes the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations to make readily avail¬ 
able to the aviation community the regu¬ 
latory requirements rlaced upon them. 
These Regulations are sold as individual 
Parts by the Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments. 

The more frequently amended Parts 
are sold on subscription service (that 
is, subscribers will receive Changes auto¬ 
matically as issued), while the less active 
Parts are sold on a single-sale basis. 
Changes to single-sale Parts will be sold 
separately as issued. Information con¬ 
cerning these Changes will be furnished 
by FAA through its “Status of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations, AC 00-44.“ 
Instructions for ordering this free status 
list are given in the front of each single¬ 
sale Part. 

The following list indicates the break¬ 
down of the single-sale Parts and the 
subscription Parts. Check or money 
order made payable to the Superintend¬ 
ent of Documents should be included 
with each order. Submit orders for 
single-sales and subscription Paris on 
different order forms. No COD orders are 
accepted. All FAR Parts should be 
ordered from: Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments, U.S. Government Printing Office. 
Washington, D.C. 20402. 


Tarts Sold on SvnsaurnoK Service 


Purl 


Title 


i 'utulog 
number 

Publication 

date 


Trice 

Change* 

issued 
to date 

Domes- 

tio 

Additional 
for foreign 
moiling 

TD4.0U 

June 11*74 . 

13.00 

*0.75 

2 

TD 4.6:21 

May 1074_ ... 

3.76 

.95 

4 

TD 4.6:23 

June 1074™.. 

3.55 

.90 

2 

TD 4.6:26 

_do. 

6.00 

1.65 

* 

TD 4.6 33 

August 1074. 

3.00 

.75 

1 

TD 4.6.36 

June 1074. 

3.00 

.75 

3 

TP 4.6 37 

May 1974 ........ 

6.65 

1.45 

__2 

TD 4.6.158 

8ept. 1974_ 

3.00 

.75 

..._1 

TD 4.6.91 

March 1074-- 

11.80 

285 

7 

TD 4.0:03 


2.46 

.65 

3 

TD 4.6:103 


220 

.55 

5 

TD 4.6:121 

April 1074. 

0.20 

230 

13 

TD 4.6:123 

.do—.. 

200 

.50 

1 

TD 4.6:130 

December 1974.... 

3. CO 

.75 

2 


1 Definitions and abbreviation*.. 

21 Certification procedures for product® 
and part*. 

23 Airworthiness standards: Normal, 
utility, and acrobatic category 
airplanes. 

26 Airworthiness standards: TYansport 
category atrplunea. 

33 Air worth! ness standards: Aircraft 
engines. 

36 Noise standards: Aircraft type and 

airworthiness certification. * 

37 Technical standard order authoriza¬ 

tions. 

63 Certification: Flight crewmembers 
other than pilots. 

61 General operating and flight. rul«*s.-. 

t*3 Special air traflla rule?* and airport 
Lruflio pat U rns 

103 Transportation of dangerous articles 
and tmtenolUod materials. 

12) Certification and Operations: Domes¬ 
tic, flag, and supplemental air car¬ 
riers and commercial operators of 
large aircraft. 

123 Certification and operations: Air 
travel clubs using large airplanes. 

130 Certification and operations: Land 
airports serving CAB-ccrtlflcated 
scheduled air carriers operating 
large aircraft (other than heli¬ 
copters). 


Note: Because of the lack of activity In the Issuance of changes, the following FAR Farts have 
been taken off subscription servlet and are now sold as single-sales publications: Tarts 43, 47, ob 
66, 105. 127. 133, 135, 141. ami 152. 
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Parts Solo ox 8inolk-Salk Basis 


Catalog No. 

Publication date 

Price t 

TD 4.6:11 

May 1074.. 

$0.55 

TD 4.6:11/Ch i 

Feb. 1.1974 and 

.45 

Jan. 1, 1975. 


TD 4.6.13 

__do.. 

.70 

TD 4.6:27 

August 1974. 

L 40 

TD 4.6.27/Ch 1 

Oct. 31. 1974. 

.75 

Tl) 1.6:20 

August 1974 _ 

1.70 

TD 4.6=fl)/Ch 1 

Oct. 31. 1974. 

.70 

TD 4.6:31 

August 1974. . 

.40 

TD 4.635 

.do..._ 

.35 

Tl) 4.639 

May IU74.. 

.35 

TD 4.6:43 

January 1974_ 

1.80 

TD 4.0:45 

_dn_.... 

.65 

TD 4.6:47 

.do. 

.85 

Tl) 4.6:411 

.. dn_ . 

.45 

TD 4.6:61 

November 1974_ 

2.90 

TD 4.6:65 

Septemlier 1974..., 

1.25 

TD 4.6:67 

Soptcralier 1974- 

$0.50 

TD 4.0:71 

January 1975. 

.85 

TD 4.C;7»/Chl 

July 2\ 1975. 

January 1975.. 

.30 

TD 4.6:73 

.40 

TD 4.0:73 Chi 

July 2\ 1975 . 

.30 

T!) 4.6:75 

January 1975. 

.40 

TD 4.6:77 

.do. 

1.10 

TD 4.6:95 

. do . 

.50 

Tl> 4.6^VCh 1 

Feb. 13, 1975. 

.35 

TD 4.6:97 

January 1975_ 

.45 

TD 4.6.119 

March 1974_— 

.70 

TD 4.6:101 

_do. 

.65 

TI) 4.6:101/Ch 1 

-Aug. 20, 1971_ 

.30 

Tl) 4.6:105 

March 1974. 

.55 

TD 1.6:107 

Muroh 1974_ 

.40 

TD 4.6:127 

April 1974. 

1.80 

TI) 4.6027/Ch 1 

September 1074—. 

.35 

TD 4.6:129 

April 1974. . 

.45 

TD 4.6:>29/Ch 1 

Oct. 9, 1975 . 

.35 

TD 4.6:133 

November 1974 _ 

.55 

TD 4.6:135 

.....do . 

2.50 

TD 4.6:I35/Ch 1 

. do . 

.35 

. TD 4.6:135/Oh 2 

May 1975. . 

1.35 

TI) 4.6:137 

November 1974. 

.50 

TD 4.6:141 

. do . 

1.15 

Tl) 4.6:143 

September 1974.... 

.45 

TD 4.6:145 

January 1974 . 

.75 

TD 4.6:147 

September 1974...- 

.65 

TD 4.0:149 

TD 4.0:151 

January 1974 . 

December 1974 _ 

.35 

1.55 

TD 4.6:152 

. do . 

1.35 

TD 4.6:153 

.....do. —-- 

.50 

TD 4.6:15-1 

.do. . 

.40 

TD 4.0:155 

do. . . ... 

.40 

Tl> 4.6:157 

January 1975. 

.40 

TD 4.0:159 

December 1974.... 

1.00 

TD 4.6:169 

January 1975. 

.35 

TD 4.6:171 

-- do...*— ___ 

1 . 10 

Tl) 4.6:171/01) 1 

Aug. 19, 1075 . 

.65 

TD 4.61S3 

May 1974. .. 

.45 

TD 4.6:185 

. do . 

.30 

TD 4.6:187 

. do..— . 

.40 

TD 4 6:189 

.... -do .. 

.40 


Part 


Title 


13 Enforcement procedures .—--. 

27 Airworthiness standards: Normal category rotorcraft. 

Change 1 .. .... 

20 Airworthiness standards: Transport category' rotorcraft . — 

Change 1 ... 

31 Airworthiness standards: Manned free balloons —. 

35 Airworthiness standards: Propellers ... 

*80 Airworthiness directives . ..- 

43 Maintenance, preventive maintenance, rebuilding, and 
alteration. 

45 Identification and registration marking. . 

47 Aircraft registration . .-... —- 

49 Recording of aircraft titles and security documents . 

HI Certification: Pilots and flight Instructors . 

05 Certification: Airmen other limn flight crewmembers. 

67 Medical standards and certification .-. 

* 71 Designation of Federal airways, area low routes, controlled 

airspui v, and re|K»rting points. 

* 73 Special uw> ldrsjiace.- ...-..----- 

Chance 1 ...... 

* 75 Establishment of Jet routes and high area routes -- 

77 Objects affecting navigable airspace ... 

>95 IFR altitudes. -. 

*07 Standard Instrument approach procedures . .. 

09 Security control of air truflic .. 

101 Moored ballons, kites, unmanned rockets, and unmanned 
free balloons. 

Change 1 . .— 

105 Parachute jumping .—--— 

107 Airuort security _-.-.-. 

127 Certification and operations of scheduled air carriers with 
hehcoptois- 

C’hange 1 ... 

129 Operations of foreign air carriers .. . 

Change I .... 

133 Rotorcraft external-load operations . 

130 Air taxi operatotsaud commercial operators of small aircraft.. 

Change I • ------..... 

Chang* 

137 Agricultural aircraft operations... . -- 

141 Pilot schools. ...— .. ...... 

113 < Round instructors .... 

115 Rej>air stations ... 

117 Aviation maintenance technician schools . .. 

140 Parachute lofts. --*.—. . 

151 Federal aid to airports . ...... 

152 Airport aid program.. 

153 Acquisition of U.8. land for public nlrports .. 

151 Acquisition of U.9. land for public airports under the Air- 

ports ami Airway Ajct of 1070. 

~J55 Release of Airt>ort property from surplus property disposal. 
157 Notice of construction, alteration, activation, and deactlva- 
vation of airports. 

159 National Capital airports ._. ..-. 

169 Expenditure of Federal funds for uouniilltary airports or air 
nnvigalionnl facilities thereon. 

171 Non-FodenU navigation facilities — 

Chance l ..... 

1S3 Representatives of the Administrator..... 

185 Testimony by employees and production of records In legal 
proceedings and sendee of legal process and pleadings. 

187 Fees_ . .. 

189 Use of Federal Aviation Administration communication 
, system. 


» Add 25% for foreign mailing. 

* Due to their length, complexity, and frequency or issuance, Individual Airworthiness Directives are published 
separately hi the Fkpkh u. Register. Copies of Airworthiness Directives that have boon issued are for sale In sum¬ 
mary form by DOT, FA A Aeronautical Center (Consigned agent for Suiicrtiuondent of Documents), P.O. Box 
25461, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73125, Attn: A AC 23. 

* Due to their length, complexity, and frequency of issuance. Individual airspace designations, airways descriptions, 
restricted ureas, Jet route descriptions, and en route IF R altitudes are not Included lu the publication of these basic 
parts. Such descriptions are published In the Federal Register and depleted on appropriate aeronautical charts. 
Aeronautteal charts can lie obtained from the U,8. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmosphcrio 
Administration, Distribution Division (C-44), National Ocean Survey. Rivcrdale, Md. 20840. 

* Standard instrument approach procedures are published in the Federal Register by reference to FAA docu¬ 
ments which are available for examination in the Rules Docket (AGC-24) and the National Flight Data Center, 
FAA Headquarters. Washington, D.C., and at the appropriate I AA Regional Offices and Flight Inspection Dis¬ 
trict Offices. These approach procedures can lie obtained from the U.S. Department of Commerce. Nat ional Ocoanlo 
and Atmospheric Administration, Distribution Division (C-44), National Ocean Survey, RiverUale, Md. 20840. 

Elden P. Nootenboom. 
Acting Director of Management Systems. 

| FR Doc .76-6606 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 am| 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 49—THURSDAY, MARCH 11, 1976 






































































•il • 
























■ 
















THURSDAY, MARCH 11, 1976 



PART IV: 


DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND 
URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Assistant Secretary 
for Community Planning 
and Development 

Office of Policy Development 
and Research 


COMMUNITY BLOCK 
GRANTS 


Innovative Projects Progam For FY 1976 








10592 

Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

CHAPTER V—OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SEC¬ 
RETARY FOR COMMUNITY PLANNING 

AND DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT OF 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

| Docket No. R-76-2921 

PART 570—COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
BLOCK GRANTS 

Applications and Criteria for Discretionary 
Grants, and Interim Rule 

On February 7, 1975, the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD) published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister regulations setting forth applica¬ 
tion requests and criteria for discretion¬ 
ary grants under Title I of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 
1974. These appear as 24 CFR Part 570, 
Subpart E. f included in complete publica¬ 
tion at 40 FR 24692, June 9, 1975. 

On October 30. 1975, the Department 
published an interim rule to be utilized 
in making discretionary grants during 
Fiscal Year 1976 (40 FR 50664). That in¬ 
terim rule was adopted as final on Feb¬ 
ruary 27, 1976 (41 FR 8612). 

Notice is hereby given that HUD is 
revising § 570.406 of Subpart E to in¬ 
corporate the procedures to be utilized in 
reviewing and selecting applications for 
the award of grants for innovative com¬ 
munity development projects provided in 
section 107(a) (4) of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974 
under subsections (b) and (c) of § 570.- 
406 which were reserved in the interim 
rule. 

This revision describes the application 
requirements and the general criteria 
and review factors used to determine the 
innovative nature and the relative merit 
of project applications received. 

The regulation contains a provision 
under which HUD may. in announcing 
the opening of each fiscal year competi¬ 
tion, advise all eligible applicants by 
notice that it will give priority considera¬ 
tion to specified innovative community 
development are*\$. In addition, due to 
the limited scope of priority programs, 
applicants are also advised that HUD 
may in its notification set forth evalua¬ 
tion criteria to be considered in the re¬ 
view of applications and the award of 
grants, in lieu of, or in addition to the 
criteria in this section. 

The revision also describes the applica¬ 
tion requirements for consideration of 
projects for funding. 

These revisions are needed so that ap¬ 
plicants for discretionary grants w r ill be 
able to submit applications to HUD after 
the announcement of the FY76 program. 
This process of submission and HUD re¬ 
view must begin very quickly if the De¬ 
partment is to meet it overall, responsi¬ 
bilities for reviewing and approving all 
Title I fiscal year 1976 applications in 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

a timely fashion. Because of tills sched¬ 
ule, and the necessity for adhering to it, 
the Assistant Secretary for Community 
Planning and Development has deter¬ 
mined that it is impracticable to follow 
a notice of proposed rulemaking pro¬ 
cedure and that good cause exists for 
making these regulations effective on 
publication. However, interested persons 
are invited to participate in the making 
of this rule by furnishing written com¬ 
ments, data and suggestions. All such 
materials should refer to the Docket No. 
and should be filed with the Rules Docket 
Clerk, Office of General Counsel, Room 
10245, Department of Housing and Ur¬ 
ban Development, 451 7th Street. S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. All comments 
received on or before April 12. 1976, will 
be considered before adoption of a final 
rule in this matter. Copies of all com¬ 
ments will be available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the above address during regular 
business hours both before and after the 
close of the comment period. No final 
action will be taken with respect to any 
application under this Section until a 
final rule lias been adopted. 

In connection with the environmental 
review of this revision to the regulations, 
a Finding of Inapplicability has been 
made under HUD Handbook 1390.1, 38 
FR 19182. A copy of the Finding is avail¬ 
able for inspection in the Office of the 
Rules Docket Clerk at the above 
address. 

It is hereby certified that the economic 
and inflation impacts of these amend¬ 
ments have been carefully evaluated in 
accordance with OMB Circular No. 
A-107. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 24 
CFR 570.406 <b) and (c) are revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 570.406 Innovative project*. 

* * « « t 

(b) Criteria for selection .—(1) Gen¬ 
era/. An innovative community develop¬ 
ment project may take any of several 
forms. It may be a product, a process, an 
organizational arrangement or a tech¬ 
nique. The innovation should encompass 
a concept that is untried, unique, and/or 
advances the state of the community de¬ 
velopment art. Proposed projects which 
have been demonstrated before or are In 
use elsewhere at the present may be con¬ 
sidered for demonstration if the ap¬ 
plication identifies and addresses the 
question of the special nature or cir¬ 
cumstances surrounding the proposed 
project which would warrant its con¬ 
sideration for funding under Innovative 
Projects. 

(2) Review Factors. Applications for 
funding will be evaluated by such cri¬ 
teria as: 

(i) The overall technical merit of the 
proposed project including the specific 
impact of the innovation. 


(U) The unique capabilities, related 
experiences, facilities or techniques and 
the commitment which the applicant 
possesses and offers for achieving the ob¬ 
jectives of the project. 

(iii) The extent to which the identi¬ 
fied problem is common to a substantial 
number of communities and the proposed 
approach can be adopted and replicated 
in a significant number of other commu¬ 
nity environments. 

(iv) The availability of discretionary 
grant funding for innovative projects in 
light of competing needs. 

(3) Priority Programs. In view of the 
national scope of Innovative Projects' 
and limitations on the amount of funds 
for projects. HUD in announcing each 
annual program, shall establish areas of 
national significance which will be given 
priority consideration in the review' of 
applications in the Innovative Projects 
and may utilize specific selection cri¬ 
teria enumerated in the announcement 
of the annual program in the review of 
applications and the award of grants In 
lieu of, or in addition to, the above cri¬ 
teria. 

(c) Application Requirements. Appli¬ 
cations shall be submitted to HUDs Of¬ 
fice of Policy Development and Research 
in accordance with the directions pro¬ 
vided in the annual program announce¬ 
ment. Applications shall be in a format 
approved by HUD and shall include the 
following: 

(1) A brief letter of transmittal con¬ 
taining the signatures of the Chief Exec- 
utive(s) of the Applicant and designated 
project leader who will be primarily re¬ 
sponsible for execution of the project. 

(2) A one page abstract of the project 
summarizing the proposal. 

(3) A project narrative statement de¬ 
scribing the nature of the problem, the 
goals and objectives of the project, the 
proposed solution, the resources to be 
used, the management plan, the tasks to 
be carried out, the plan for evaluation 
and such other elements as are necessary 
to describe applicant activities for other 
elements which may be required in pri¬ 
ority programs. 

(4) A proposed budget clearly showing 
the proposed expenditure of HUD funds. 

(5) The certifications required by 
§ 570.303(e) except for (4) and (6). In 
addition, the applicant must certify that 
citizens likely to be affected by the proj¬ 
ect, particularly low and moderate in¬ 
come persons, have been provided an op¬ 
portunity to comment on the application. 

• • • • • 

Effective date. This amendment is ef¬ 
fective March 11,1976. 

Roosevelt Jones, 
Executive Assistant to 
Assistant Secretary for C.P.D. 

(FR Doc.76-6939 Filed 3-10-76:8:45 ami 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Policy Development and Research 

(Docket No. N-76-504J 

INNOVATIVE PROJECTS PROGRAM— 

FY 76 

Request for Proposals and Instructions for 
Applicants 

The Department of Housing and Urban 
Development is hereby announcing the 
commencement of a competition for 
grant funds available for the demonstra¬ 
tion of innovative community develop¬ 
ment projects in the fields of (a) Hous¬ 
ing and Neighborhood Preservation 
and (b) Government Productivity 
Improvement. 

These grant funds are made available 
under the authority of Section 107(a) (4) 
of the Housing and Community Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1974 and Section 501 of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1970. 

This grant program is designed to 
strengthen the capability of local govern¬ 
ments by developing, through individual 
demonstration projects, innovative ap¬ 
proaches to the solution of longstanding 
or widespread urban area problems. The 
specific objectives are: 

1. to provide a national focus for in¬ 
dividual urban problem solutions. 

2. to encourage States and units of 
local government to experiment with 
new or relatively untried techniques, 
technologies, methods, products or proc¬ 
esses which, if successful, can provide a 
significant input for the improvement of 
local government programs or adminis¬ 
tration: and 

3. to compile, evaluate, and dissemi¬ 
nate information useful to local govern¬ 
ments in strengthening urban program 
management. 

For the Fiscal 1975 Program, funding 
priority was given to project proposals 
which addressed one or more of the fol¬ 
lowing areas: (1) Public Services Pro¬ 
ductivity; (2) Community Development 
Energy Conservation; and (3) Neighbor¬ 
hood Preservation. The overall funding 
level was set at two million dollars. 

More than 200 jurisdictions responded 
to the 1975 initiative with specific proj¬ 
ect proposals. With the assistance of a 
panel of recognized experts and prac¬ 
titioners, twelve projects—10 cities and 
2 States—were selected for HUD funding 
assistance. Grant awards ranged from 
$27,600 to $355,000; the grant was 
a negotiated figure, reduced from 
the amounts contained in original 
applications. 

This notice sets forth the application 
requirements and selection criteria which 
will be used in the receipt and review of 
applications and the award of grants in 
the Fiscal Year 1976 Innovative Projects 
Program. 

HUD is informing eligible applicants 
that an amount not to exceed $4,000,000 
has been set aside under Title I of the 
Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974. These funds will be awarded 
to approximately 15 projects. Priority 


consideration of applications under this 
segment of the program will be given to 
projects which address Housing and 
Neighborhood Preservation . . . projects 
which maximize the use of existing 
housing stock and the investment of 
public and private resources for neigh¬ 
borhood preservation and regeneration. 

Further, although not a part of this 
competition, the Secretary reserves the 
right to make innovative grants for pur¬ 
poses other than the priority category 
identified immediately above, should the 
need or opportunity arise to do so under 
the general provisions of the Act. 

In addition, in conjunction with the 
consideration and award of grants under 
Title I, the Department also is making 
available to the same category of eligi¬ 
ble applicants grant funds not to exceed 
$1,000,000 pursuant to Title V of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1970 for innovative demonstration proj¬ 
ects which address Government Produc¬ 
tivity Improvement . . . projects which 
lead to greater productivity in the de¬ 
livery of public services. 

I. Eligible Applicants. Eligible appli¬ 
cants are States, and units of general 
local government as defined by HUD reg¬ 
ulations at 24 CFR 570.406. 

II. Criteria for Selection 

A . Housing and Neighborhood Preser¬ 
vation Grants Under Title I of the Hous¬ 
ing and Community Development Act of 
1974 —It has become clear that dimin¬ 
ishing natural resources (e.g., land, en¬ 
ergy, building materials) and growing 
demands for suitable housing, have ren¬ 
dered more urgent the need to preserve 
the housing in our cities. In order to en¬ 
courage more widespread State and local 
government-based initiatives to address 
this demand. HUD will, through the In¬ 
novative Projects Program, make grants 
to demonstrate innovative methods 
which address problems of neighborhood 
decline. For FY 76, an amount not to 
exceed $4,090,000 has been set aside for 
distribution nationally for this purpose. 

Housing and Neighborhood Preserva¬ 
tion encompasses several potential ap¬ 
proaches. It includes rehabilitation of 
housing of all types from single family 
to multiple family, re-use of structures 
for purposes other than their orginally 
intended use, changes in existing pat¬ 
terns of use and development for land 
and structures, and leveraging public 
funds to secure greater private invest¬ 
ment in rehabilitation. No single solution 
is applicable to all neighborhoods. There 
are, however, a number of approaches 
to such problems which are applicable 
to particular types of neighborhoods. 

For projects submitted under the cate¬ 
gory Housing and Neighborhood Preser¬ 
vation, assistance may be provided only 
for eligible activities as identified at 24 
CFR 570.200. “Eligible Activities’*. 

Examples of the kinds of priority 
areas projects which will be considered 
for funding are: 

1. Housing Regulations —Development 
and demonstration of innovative govern¬ 
mental incentives in such areas as build¬ 
ing codes, housing and property codes, 
zoning laws, development regulations. 


etc. Such a project could address the 
substance of the codes themselves, more 
flexible imaginative techniques or meth¬ 
ods of administration or enforcement, 
or a combination of the two toward the 
end of promoting rehabilitation and pre¬ 
venting neighborhood decline and blight. 

2. Public-Private Interactions —De¬ 
velopment and demonstration of inno¬ 
vative approaches to public-private co¬ 
operation in neighborhood preservation 
and rehabilitation. Such projects could 
include: 

(i) methods for joint public-private 
financing: 

(ii) methods to encourage resident in¬ 
vestment in neighborhood inmprove- 
ments; 

(iii) leveraging of private investment 
through various forms of public invest¬ 
ment (cash matches, loan guarantees, 
and/or subsidies, infusion of public serv¬ 
ices, design assistance, capital improve¬ 
ments, etc.): 

(iv) State or local sales, income or 
property tax incentives: 

(v) joint planning and execution with 
financial institutions, and/or the real 
estate and development sectors: 

(vi) techniques to assist in the develop¬ 
ment of local rehabilitation industries. 

3. Acquisition and Disposition of 
Abandoned Property —Development and 
demonstration of innovative techniques 
at the State and/or local level for the 
expeditious acquisition and disposition of 
abandoned properties and properties ac¬ 
quired in tax or mortgage foreclosure 
proceedings. 

4. Training and Manpower Develop¬ 
ment —Development and demonstration 
of innovative use of education and voca¬ 
tional training in structural preserva¬ 
tion through coordinating manpower and 
training funds and programs as part of 
an effort to eliminate blight and pro¬ 
mote neighborhood preservation and re¬ 
habilitation. Self-help training for 
neighborhood residents, special high 
school rehabilitation skills training, and 
use of subsidized manpower for public 
rehabilitation efforts are but few exam¬ 
ples of the kinds of projects which might 
be initiated. 

5. Neighborhood Commercial Reha¬ 
bilitation and Revitalization —Develop¬ 
ment and demonstration of innovative 
approaches to the problems of small busi¬ 
nesses in residential neighborhoods 
where the presence of deteriorated com¬ 
mercial structures has a blighting influ¬ 
ence on the neighborhood or where the 
encouragement of neighborhood com¬ 
mercial facilities could be a supportive 
factor in a neighborhood preservation 
effort. Such projects could include tax 
incentives, special code or ordinance pro¬ 
visions, innovative approaches to such 
problems as parking, security, vacant 
store fronts, and harmonious inter¬ 
relationships with nearby residences: or 
the re-use of all or parts of existing com¬ 
mercial and other nonresidential struc¬ 
tures for residential purposes. 

6. Historic Preservation —Develop¬ 
ment and demonstration of innovative 
ways in which historic preservation can 
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act as a catalyst for the Inducement of 
private efforts towards rehabilitation. 
Approaches could encompass legislative, 
administrative, design, public invest¬ 
ment and other techniques. 

7. Other—Any innovative approach 
not specifically referenced or alluded to 
above which addresses the basic goal of 
the elimination of blight and the preser¬ 
vation and/or rehabilitation of neighbor¬ 
hoods. This could include projects cover¬ 
ing an entire jurisdiction. It could also 
include a Comprehensive approach 
which utilizes all or several of the passi¬ 
ble approaches specifically enumerated, 
or others which may be locally developed, 
on either an individual neighborhood or 
community wide basis. 

B. Government Productivity Improve¬ 
ment Grants Under Title V of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of. 
1970 —To encourage productivity im¬ 
provement in State and local jurisdic¬ 
tions, the Department has set aside an 
amount not to exceed $1,000,000 pro¬ 
vided for under research authority con¬ 
tained in Title V of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1970.12 U.S.C. 
1701-1. These funds will be awarded for 
approximately 10 projects which dem¬ 
onstrate innovative methods for im¬ 
proved productivity in the delivery of 
public services. 

State and local units of government 
are facing increasing pressure to im¬ 
prove the efficiency and effectiveness of 
the services they provide. Rising costs 
of providing public services, the resultant 
fiscal problems faced by many jurisdic¬ 
tions, increased employee demands and 
concern for Job security have in com¬ 
bination made State and local govern¬ 
ment productivity improvement an 
urgent concern of both citizens and pub¬ 
lic officials. 

Innovative approaches, and variations 
of those approaches to productivity im¬ 
provement are being applied in both the 
private and public sectors of the econ¬ 
omy. However, even though managerial 
and analytical techniques for productiv¬ 
ity improvement have been developed, 
they are not generally applied. The major 
purpose of this section of the Innovative 
Projects Program is to demonstrate and 
develop innovative approaches to pro¬ 
ductivity Improvement which show po¬ 
tential for widespread applicability by 
State and other units of local 
government. 

In order to qualify as a productivity 
project under the Innovative Projects 
Program, a project must show how to 
maintain the same Quantity and/or qual¬ 
ity of service at a lower cost; increase 
the Quantity and/or quality of service at 
the same or lower cost ; or improve the 
quality of the work environment or work¬ 
ing conditions without diminishing serv¬ 
ices and without increasing cost. Projects 
are required to demonstrate significant 
potential for such measurable changes, 
supported by an adequate data base. 

Among the techniques and approaches 
which have been applied in the past to 
generate productivity improvements are 
the following: 


(1) management and supervisory 
practices and methods—developing and 
demonstrating management methods 
and practices to plan and schedule work 
force, equipment, and materials to the 
work load; supervisory practices which 
increase effective and efficient operations 
of individual work units. 

(2) incentives for managers and em¬ 
ployees—applying and demonstrating 
methods to motivate public sector mana¬ 
gers and employees to improve perform¬ 
ance. Such methods include tangible and 
intangible incentives, training and career 
opportunities, system of accountability 
and recognition, and labor management 
cooperation. 

(3) program analysis and evaluation— 
developing and demonstrating new tech¬ 
niques for program analysis and evalua¬ 
tion to improve the decision making proc¬ 
ess in the allocation of scarce resources 
by elected and appointed policy-level of¬ 
ficials. 

(4) efficiency and effectiveness meas¬ 
ures—developing, refining, and demon¬ 
strating accurate and reliable efficiency 
(cost per unit, etc.) and effectiveness 
(quality of service, consumer satisfac¬ 
tion, etc.) measures of productivity per¬ 
formance improvement. 

(5) information and technology shar¬ 
ing—develop and demonstrate informa¬ 
tion sharing techniques which result in 
the use of innovative technology 
throughout a jurisdiction. Included 
within this category would be the de¬ 
velopment of comparative performance 
data to stimulate and demonstrate pro¬ 
ductivity improvement and techniques to 
finance the start-up costs of productiv¬ 
ity improvement programs and projects. 

Projects which will be considered for 
funding under Goverunen Productivity 
Improvement may address one or more 
of the following three issues: 

1. Specific Service Delivery Areas , e.g., 
street and park maintenance, emergency 
services, building inspection, traffic con¬ 
trol: 

2. Internal Support Functions , e.g., fi¬ 
nancial and personnel management, 
building or veh.cle maintenance; 

3. Comprehensive Approaches (across 
services) e.g., multidepartmental, juris¬ 
diction-wide productiviity improvement, 
including consolidation of similar activi¬ 
ties. 

C. Evaluation Criteria —HUD will uti¬ 
lize the same evaluation guidelines in 
reviewing applications for grant funds in 
its Fiscal Year 1976 Innovative Projects 
Program for Housing and Neighborhood 
Preservation projects recei’fng funds 
under Title I of the Housing and Com¬ 
munity Developmen tAct of 1974 and 
Government Productivity Improvement 
projects receiving funds under Title V of 
the Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1970. 

Eligible applicants shall identify the 
innovative features of their project pro¬ 
posal and how the project, if successful, 
will assist in translating those innova¬ 
tive features into practice in the test 
Jurisdiction and elsewhere. 


Eligible applicants should address 
themselves to the following specific cri¬ 
teria: 

1. Substantive and Management Cri¬ 
teria. The major categories of criteria 
are listed in the order of relative impor¬ 
tance for evaluation purposes of these 
programs. 

a. Quality of the Proposal and Its Ef¬ 
fectiveness in the Accomplishment of 
Project Objectives . 

The degree to which: (1) the proposal 
demonstrates an un lerstandiiig of and 
provides a clear statement of -he specific 
problems and needs to be addressed by 
the project. 

(2) the project clearly delineates the 
approach and the expected impact of the 
approach on the identified problems and 

11 Qi >d - 

(3) the specific innovative aspects of 
the project are identified and explained. 

(4) a complete work plan to achieve 
project objectives ha* been developed, 
itemizing specific tasks, their phasing 
and interrelati jmliip. 

(5) a systematic evaluation process 
measuring the project's cffecMveness and 
efficiency in achieving its specific objec¬ 
tives, has been developed. (Such a process 
envisions adequate baseline data and 
periodic planning process). 

b. Applicant Capability and Commit¬ 
ment-Assessed by the following factors: 

(1) the compe f ence of the project lead¬ 
er in terms of experience, trrining, rela¬ 
tive capabilities in the substantive area 
of the project and the exten 1 of his/her 
time commitment to the project. 

(2) the competence of key personnel, 
both public and non-puWic in terms of 
the above factors and the degree of their 
involvement (time) in the project. 

(3) special capabilities, experiences in 
the subject area and/or in projects of 
comparable scope, facilities or tech¬ 
niques which the applicant possesses 
and offers for achieving project objec¬ 
tives. 

(4) level of commitment by the appli¬ 

cant as indicated by: <i> the amount of 
local public or non-public resources 
(money, manpower, etc.) committed to 
the project, (ii) the degree of commun¬ 
ity support, as evidenced by the en¬ 
dorsement and participation of such 
groups as business, industrial, laboi. 
civic and community organizations. <iii) 
applicant commitment to continue suc¬ 
cessful aspects of the project from local 
resources and integrate them into the 
existing institutional framework upon 
completion of Innovative Project fund- 
ing. j . .. 

c. Transferability. As measured by the 
extent to which: (1) the identified prob¬ 
lem is common to a significant number 
of communities. 

(2) the proposed approach can be 
adapted and replicated in a significant 
number of other community environ¬ 
ments. 

d. Organization and Management 
Plan. The degree to which a project and 
management plan has been developed 
which provides a clear trail of accounta¬ 
bility and responsibility at task and 
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ovenill project levels, which balances 
time commitment of key staff with as¬ 
signed project responsibilities, and 
which identified means to coordinate 
functional tasks and maintain financial 
and schedular control. 

2. Cost Factor . In addition to the fac¬ 
tors stated in Number 1 above, each ap¬ 
plication will be evaluated within the 
context of the availability of funds for 
Innovative Projects in light of compet¬ 
ing needs. 

in. Application Requirements. There 
are basic application requirements for all 
projects submitted to HUD within the 
Innovative Projects Program for Fiscal 
Year 1976. There are additional appli¬ 
cation requirements for grant applica¬ 
tions requested under Housing and 
Neighborhood Preservation (Title I of 
the Housing and Community Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1974). 

a. General . An original and four (4) 
copies of the application shall be sub¬ 
mitted directly to HUD’s Office of Policy 
Development and Research in accord¬ 
ance with the directions set forth herein. 
An additional copy shall be sent to the 
appropriate HUD Area Office. An appli¬ 
cation shall include the following: 

(1) A brief letter of transmittal con¬ 
taining the signatures of the Chief Exec¬ 
utive^) of the Applicant and designated 
project leader who will be primarily re¬ 
sponsible for execution of the project. 
The letter shall specify a title and shall 
identify the program area in which the 
application is requesting consideration, 
i.e.. Government Productivity Improve¬ 
ment or Housing and Neighborhood 
Preservation. 

<2> A one page abstract of the project 
identifying the title and amount re¬ 
quested and summarizing the proposal. 

(3) A project narrative statement de¬ 
scribing the nature of the problem, the 
goals and objectives of the project, the 
proposed solution, the resources to be 
used, the management plan, the tasks to 
be carried out. the plan for evaluation 
and such other elements mentioned in 
the Evaluation Criteria. Specific project 
boundaries and demographic character¬ 
istics should also be included. The narra¬ 
tive statement shall not exceed (15) 
fifteen single-spaced or (30) thirty 
double-spaced pages in length. 

(4> A proposed budget clearly showing 
the proposed expenditure of HUD funds 
and local funds, public and non-public, if 
any, in a tabular form showing expected 
expenditures by month. 


b. Grants for Projects Under Title I of 
the Housing and Community Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1974. Applicants for giants 
in the Title I Innovative Projects seg¬ 
ment of the FY 76 program must include 
in addition to the above: 

(1) Certifications—Submit an exe¬ 
cuted copy of “Assurances”, Form 
7015.12, with respect to the proposed 
project activities. Pencil out Items 4 (i), 
(ii> and (iii) and Item 6 and complete 
the form according to the instructions. 

In addition, the applicant must certify 
that citizens likely to be affected by the 
project, particularly low and moderate- 
income persons, have been provided an 
opportunity to comment on the applica¬ 
tion. 

(2) A-95 Review—All Title I applica¬ 
tions must be processed for review and 
comments as required by OMB Circular 
A-95. 

IV. Additional Requirements, (a) Du¬ 
ration of Grants—Applicants are ad¬ 
vised that no project will be approved for 
a period in excess of 18 months duration. 

<b> Reporting Requirements. The re¬ 
porting requirements contained in 24 
CFR 570.406(d) will apply to both cate¬ 
gories of Innovative Community Devel¬ 
opment Projects which will be funded in 
the HUD Fiscal Year 1976 program. In 
addition, successful applicants will be 
required to submit periodic financial and 
program progress reports according to a 
standard format which will be provided 
by HUD. 

(c> Assessment and Packaging. After 
assessing the results of similar innova¬ 
tive projects, HUD may package its find¬ 
ings in a report suitable for dissemina¬ 
tion to the public. As a condition fox- 
receiving funds, gi-antees must commit 
themselves to full cooperation with such 
an effort. 

(d) Other Requirements. While multi¬ 
ple proposals may be made for funding 
under either statutory authority, no more 
than one application will be approved 
for funding to any single eligible appli¬ 
cant under either portion of the com¬ 
petition. Consox*tium or joint proposals 
from more than one unit of local govern¬ 
ment are encouraged: however, one unit 
must be designated as the lead applicant 
for each project. 

Applicants are further advised that 
grants in this Fiscal Year Innovative 
Projects Progi-am under Title I of the 
Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 will be governed by the gen¬ 


eral provisions contained at 24 CFR 
507.400 and the provisions of 570.406. 

(e) Submission Deadlines. A Letter-of- 
Intent to file an application under either 
the Housing and Neighborhood Preserva¬ 
tion section or the Government Produc¬ 
tivity Improvement section of the FY 
76 Innovative Projects Pi-ogram should 
be filed no later than April 1. 1976. The 
Letter-of-Intent to file an application, 
while not mandatory, will activate the 
Clearinghouse review timetable under 
OMB Circular A-95 and will notify HUD 
for review purposes to expect an appli¬ 
cation from the jurisdiction. The letter 
need only be a simple two or three page 
summary, and should be sent to: 

The U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. Office of Policy 
Development and Research, Room 
8162, Division of Community Develop¬ 
ment and Management Research, 451 
7th St. S.W.. Washington. D.C. 20410. 
Attn: Innovative Projects Program. 

In addition. Lettex*s-of-Intent for ap¬ 
plications under the Housing and Neigh¬ 
borhood Preservation section must also 
be sent to the HUD Area Office serving 
the jurisdiction and the applicable A-95 
Review Clearinghouse by the same date. 
A copy of the Letter-of-Intent for Gov¬ 
ernment Productivity Improvement shall 
also be sent to the appropriate Area 
Office. 

All applications 7nust be submitted to 
the address show?i above , and an addi¬ 
tional copy shall be sent to the appro¬ 
priate HUD area office. Applications 
under the section “Housing and Neigh¬ 
borhood Pi*eservation“ must be submitted 
by June 3. 1976. (Postmarked no later 
than June 1, 1976). Applications under 
the section “Government Productivity 
Improvement”, because A-95 Clearing¬ 
house review is not required, must be 
submitted by April 30. 1976. (Postmarked 
no later than April 28, 1976). Copies of 
all Letters-of-Intent, final applications 
and A-95 review materials as well as any 
questions relative to the Innovative Proj¬ 
ects Program should be addressed to the 
appropriate HUD Area Office. You are 
encouraged to maintain close contact 
with your HUD Area Office during devel¬ 
opment of your proposal. 

Dated: February 14, 1976. 

Charles J. Orlebeke, 
Assistant Secretary for Policy 
Development and Research. 

|PR Doc.76-6938 Filed 3-10-70:8:45 ftm| 
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